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Ho.  of  Reps- 
Treas.  Dep. 


FROM 

THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY, 

TRANSMITTING 

A  Report  in  relation  to  Public  Defaulters. 


January  17,  1838. 

Read,  and  laid  upon  the  table. 

- * - 

Treasury  Department, 

January  15,  1838. 

Sir:  This  report  is  submitted  in  compliance  with  the  following  reso¬ 
lution  : 

u  Resolved ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  communicate  to  this 
House,  as  early  in  the  next  session  as  practicable,  the  names  of  all  re¬ 
ceivers,  collectors,  or  depositories  of  the  public  money,  who  are  in  default 
to  the  Government;  the  amount  of  such  default;  the  length  of  time  due  ; 
the  security  given,  if  any,  and  how  much' has  been,  or^will  likely  be  lost ; 
•together  with  a  copy  of  all  correspondence  upon  the  subject  from  the  1st 
day  of  January,  1834,  to  this  time.” 

The  principal  topics  in  the  resolution  have  been  examined  and  ex¬ 
plained  in  the  documents  annexed,  (A,  B  1  and  2,  C  1,  2,  3,  and  D,  E, 
and  F.) 

These  documents,  except  the  last  one,  have  been  prepared,  after  great 
care  and  labor,  in  the  offices  of  the  Comptroller,  Register,  and  Solicitor 
of  the  Treasury. 

The  long  period  and  wide  range  covered  by  the  inquiries  have,  under 
the  pressure  of  other  business,  caused  more  time  to  be  consumed  in  the 
investigation  than  was  at  first  supposed  to  be  required.  The  documents 
are  believed  to  present  as  full  information  as  is  obtainable  from  our 
records  on  all  the  points  specified.  But  it  will  be  seen  that  they  do  not 
include  any  cases  connected  with  the  Post  Office  Department,  as  its  con¬ 
cerns  have  usually  been  kept  separate,  and  are  supposed  not  to  be  em¬ 
braced  in  the  purview  of  the  resolution.  For  similar  reasons,  the  cases 
of  disbursing  officers  attached  to  the  army  and  navy,  or  to  other  depart¬ 
ments,  and  the  cases  of  individuals,  such  as  merchants  and  former  pur- 
Thomas  Allen,  print. 
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chasers  of  public  lands,  are  not  included  ;  though  the  indebtedness  of 
many  of  them  is  very  great.  To  prevent  misconception,  it  may  be  proper 
likewise  to  state  that  the  amount  of  liabilities  given  in  the  documents  is 
merely  the  principal,  without  interest;  and  the  loss  exhibited,  in  any  in¬ 
stance,  is  that  appearing  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury,  without  any  com¬ 
putation  of  incidental  injury,  by  delay,  disappointment,  suspension  of 
specie  payments,  witholding  of  dividends,  or  any  other  circumstance  con¬ 
nected  with  any  of  the  public  depositories. 

The  remarks  annexed  to  the  tabular  statements  will  enable  Congress 
to  form  some  judgment  of  the  loss  which,  in  each  case  as  well  as  in 
the  aggregate,  is  likely  to  be  sustained  by  the  United  States.  They  con¬ 
tain  all  the  information  on  those  points  which  can  with  much  certainty 
be  obtained. 

In  respect  to  the  last  branch  of  the  resolution,  the  time  and  aid  neces¬ 
sary  to  furnish  the  copies  in  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury 
will  be  such  as  to  render  a  special  appropriation  proper  for  that  purpose. 
His  letter  on  this  point  is  annexed,  (G. ) 

Considering  that  much  longer  time  would  also  be  necessary  to  furnish 
such  copies  as  must  be  prepared  in  this  office  and  in  the  Comptroller’s, 
Register’s,  and  General  Land  Office ;  and  that  a  portion  of  the  corre¬ 
spondence,  connected  with  any  case  within  the  period  mentioned,  might 
not  be  desirable  without  the  whole,  it  has  been  deemed  proper  to  defer 
the  preparation  of  any  copies  till  Congress  can  act  further  on  the  subject ; 
but  not,  on  that  account,  to  delay  a  reply  to  the  other  parts  of  the  reso¬ 
lution.  Should  the  appropriation  necessary  to  complete  the  copies  in 
the  Solicitor’s  office  pass,  the  Department  would  probably  be  able  to 
have  the  whole  made  out  in  the  course  of  the  present  session  ;  but,  in 
the  existing  pressure  of  other  business,  and  the  great  extent  of  the  cor¬ 
respondence  on  this  subject,  all  the  copies  could  not  be  furnished  in  a 
period  short  of  two  or  three  months. 

Respectfully, 

LEVI  WOODBURY, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury . 


Hon.  James  K.  Polk, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


A. 

Office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury, 

January  15,  1838. 

Sir:  1  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  the  statement  of  the  First 
Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  of  the  amounts  due  from  certain  collectors 
of  the  customs,  which  was  referred  by  you  to  this  office  on  the  6th  De¬ 
cember,  1837  ;  and  also  the  statement  of  the  same  officer  of  the  amounts 
due  from  certain  receivers  of  public  moneys,  which  was  referred  by  you 
to  this  office  on  the  28th  December,  1837.  I  transmit  herewith  an  ab¬ 
stract  of  the  information  which  is  furnished  by  the  records  and  corre¬ 
spondence  of  this  office  relative  to  each  of  the  cases  in  these  statements. 
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It  is  impossible  in  this  office  to  give  any  thing  like  an  accurate  summary 
of  “  the  amount  that  has  been  or  is  likely  to  be  lost nor  can  any  opin¬ 
ion  be  here  formed  on  the  subject,  except  mere  conjecture,  further  than 
it  is  to  be  derived  from  the  notes  and  abstracts  now  annexed  to  each 
particular  case.  It  will,  however,  be  seen  from  these  that,  in  all  proba¬ 
bility,  some  of  the  largest  balances  will  be  entirely  paid,  and  that  many 
others  will  be  greatly  reduced. 

In  addition  to  the  statements  received  from  the  Comptroller,  I  transmit 
a  statement  of  balances  due  lrom  late  deposite  banks,  which  have  failed 
to  meet  the  requisitions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  under  the  act 
of  16th  October  last;  and  also  a  statement  of  balances  due  from  banks, 
formerly  depositories  of  the  public  money,  which  are  unavailable,  to¬ 
gether  with  similar  notes  and  abstracts  of  the  information  that  can  be 
furnished  from  the  records  and  correspondence  of  this  office. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

H.  D.  GILPIN, 

.e*  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury . 

To  the  Hon.  Levi  Woodbury, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. ' 


Statement  exhibiting  the  amounts  due  from  Collectors  of  the  Customs,  who  were  out  of  office  on  the  12  th  day  of 

October,  1837 
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[  Doc.  No.  Hi:  J 

B  2. 

Abstract  of  correspondence  in  relation  to  Collectors  of  Customs  and  their 

sureties ,  fyc. 

No.  1.  Lewis  Delesdernier,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  August  13, 
1812,  for  $7,175  86.  June  term,  1821,  judgment  recovered  on  a  new 
suit  upon  a  former  judgment  for  $12,209  21  ;  levy  for  $8,824  56  on 
real  estate,  being  all  to  be  found ;  and  John  Cooper,  a  surety,  prosecuted 
same  term,  and  judgment  levy  for  $2,000  on  real  estate. — District  attor¬ 
ney’s  report,  October,  1821.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements 
up  to  September,  1830,  to  $2,571  16.  Delesdernier  is  dead,  and  has 
left  no  real  estate. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the 
establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  2.  Leonard  Jarvis,  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  3.  Waterman  Thomas,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  June  10, 
1801  ;  judgment  for  $4,000,  penalty  of  bond,  at  September  term,  1802. 
Land  of  W.  Thomas  has  been  laid  off  and  sold  ;  one  of  his  sureties  insol¬ 
vent,  the  other  non  est ;  execution  issued  on  judgment,  and  real  estate 
levied  on,  under  date  of  February  23,  1803. — Attorney’s  report,  October, 
1821.  Thomas  is  dead;  no  estate  left;  debt  not  recoverable.— Dis¬ 
trict  attorney’s  report  for  1829. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  4.  Nathaniel  F.  Fosdick,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October 
18,  1805,  for  $30,753  45.  Judgment ;  several  sums  admitted  to  his  credit. 
Fosdick  dead  ;  no  estate  left ;  debt  not  recoverable.  Execution  levied  on 
real  estate  of  Bruce  and  Hitchborn,  sureties,  who  are  both  dead.  Bal¬ 
ance  reduced  to  $11,212  81;  nothing  more  expected. — District  attor¬ 
ney’s  letter,  dated  December  18,  1829. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the 
establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  5.  Joseph  Wingate,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  June  10,  1829, 
for  $15,245  86;  judgment  against  principal  and  sureties  at  June  term, 
1831,  for  $1 1,181  68  and  costs.  On  this  judgment  against  the  principal  and 
sureties  the  marshal  levied,  'under  execution,  upon  land  in  Bath,  ap¬ 
praised  to  the  United  States  at  $4,216  ;  the  costs  of  levy  being  deducted, 
left  $4,154  30  paid  on  the  execution.  The  debtors  are  all  insolvent. — 
Marshal’s  report,  May,  1832.  Balance  reduced  to  $11,079  43,  exclusive 
of  interest. 
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This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  c<  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the 
establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  6.  John  B.  Swanton,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  December  21, 

1829,  for  $56,315  40;  penalty  of  bond,  $10,000,  with  $266  67  for  in¬ 
terest,  paid  by  the  sureties.  Balance  reduced  in  July,  1831,  to 
$13,905  15  ;  defaulted  as  to  principal.  September  term,  1831,  continued 
nisi  for  payment.  Execution  against  principal  renewed  ;  no  part  satis¬ 
fied  Marshal’s  report,  1832  :  “  Debtor  insolvent.” 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  7.  William  King,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  April  8,  1835,  for 
$31,802  56.  Balance  reduced  in  February,  1836,  to  $10,014  90.  Pro¬ 
ceedings  suspended  to  await  settlement  of  Mr.  King’s  claim  under 
French  indemnity.  As  a  set-off  to  this  claim,  there  is  now  payable  to 
Mr.  King,  on  account  of  the  1st,  2d,  3d,  4th,  and  5th  instalments  of  the 
awards  under  the  French  convention,  in  his  favor,  $7,610  27  ;  and  these 
will  be  payable  on  his  proportion  of  the  6th  instalment  and  interest. 

No.  8.  Daniel  Granger,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October  21, 

1830,  for  $2,160  69.  Balance  reduced  in  July,  1831,  to  $2,130  71.  Verdict 
for  plaintiffs,  December  term,  1831.  The  defendants  filed  an  application 
for  a  hearing  in  chancery,  and  the  case  was  continued.  Judgment  at 
September  term,  1832,  for  amount  of  bond,  $2,000;  judgment  unsatis¬ 
fied  ;  parties  all  insolvent. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  9.  Jeremiah  Clarke,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  November  21, 
1809,  for  $31,552  27.  Balance  reduced,  by  subsequent  settlements,  to 
$27,090  96.  Clarke  dead;  no  estate  left;  debt  not  recoverable. — Dis¬ 
trict  attorney’s  general  report  for  1829.  No  bond  taken  in  this  case. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the 
establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  10.  Alexander  McIntire,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October 
24,  1815,  for  $64,987  34.  Penalty  of  bond,  $2,000,  paid  by  sureties. 
Judgment  against  principal  at  September  term,  1817,  for  $14,813  69; 
satisfied  in  part,  to  wit,  for  $8,701  60  in  real  estate  ;  body  arrested  and 
imprisoned  for  the  remainder,  and  subsequently  discharged.  No  estate  ; 
balance  reduced  to  £9,1 7 2  15;  nothing  further  can  be  obtained. — Dis¬ 
trict  attorney’s  report  for  1829. 
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This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the 
establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  11.  Melatiah  Jordan,  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  12.  John  Hobby,  late  marshal  of  Maine  district. — Suit  ordered 
December  17,  1822,  for  $5,310  41.  Mr.  Hobby  died  in  prison.  His 
sureties  are  all  long  since  dead,  and  their  estates  settled ;  no  suit  ever 
brought,  nor  any  prospect  of  ever  obtaining  any  thing. — District  attor¬ 
ney’s  letter,  September  28,  1824. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  13.  Josiah  Deming,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  January  22, 
1821,  for  $295  10.  Judgment  for  the  sureties  of  Deming  at  May  term, 
1824,  on  the  following  grounds:  1st.  That  the  bond  was  taken  under 
an  appointment  made  by  the  President  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate. 
2d.  The  moneys  claimed  by  the  United  States  were  paid  over  to  the 
collector,  by  mistake,  three  or  four  years  after  he  was  dismissed  from 
office. 

No.  14.  Stephen  Keys,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  June  2,  1801, 
for  $4,786  07  ;  principal  insolvent.  In  a  prosecution  against  Samuel 
Hitchcock,  surety,  for  amount  of  penalty,  $2,000,  the  United  States  were 
nonsuited. — District  attorney’s  letter,  dated  November  15,  1802. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  15.  Samuel  Buel,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October  12, 
1815,  for  $9,441  87.  Balance  reduced  in  July,  1823,  to  $7,229  03. 
Judgment  in  circuit  court  at  October  term,  1824,  for  $11,482  34  dam¬ 
ages.  No  property  found  whereon  to  levy  ;  body  of  principal  committed 
to  prison  by  the  marshal ;  released  on  bonds. — District  attorney’s  letter, 
January  2,  1827.  Since  then  died;  nothing  expected. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1S30. 

No.  16.  Timothy  Upham,  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  17.  John  P.  Decatur,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  May  20, 
1834,  for  $3,776  59.  Principal  died  utterly  insolvent;  judgment  ren¬ 
dered  against  his  sureties  in  the  district  of  New  Hampshire  at  October 
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term,  1834,  for  $3,800  25,  with  interest  from  the  8th  of  October,  1834, 
till  paid.  Proceedings  suspended  until  the  4th  of  March,  1837,  upon 
paying  $2,000  and  costs,  which  has  been  done.  Balance  reduced  to 
$1,776  59,  exclusive  of  interest;  debt  perfectly  secured. 

No.  18.  Edward  Wigglesworth,  collector,  &c. — Never  reported 
for  suit. 

No.  19.  Asa  Andrews,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  February  27, 
1836,  for  $921  92.  Proceedings  suspended  February  18,  1837,  until 
the  close  of  the  2d  session  of  the  25th  Congress,  in  consequence  of  the 
defendant’s  having  petitioned  Congress  for  relief. 

No.  20.  William  Pearce,  jr.,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1836,  for  $1,107  82.  Judgment  at  December  term,  1836,  for 
$1,157  72  damages.  Bill  of  exceptions  filed  by  the  district  attorney. 
The  judgment  of  the  district  court,  for  $1,157  72,  at  December  term, 
1836,  in  favor  of  the  United  States,  was  atfirmed  in  the  circuit  court  at 
May  term,  1837. 

No.  21.  Samuel  R.  Gerry,  collector,  & c. — Suit  ordered  August  8, 
1804,  for  $6,792  21  ;  judgment  against  principal  and  surety.  Gerry, 
the  principal,  died  nearly  thirty  years  since,  insolvent. — District  attor¬ 
ney’s  report,  December,  1829.  Nothing  ever  obtained  from  his  bond 
except  a  small  portion  of  real  estate  which  was  levied  upon,  and  taken  in 
execution,  from  his  surety,  the  late  Elbridge  Gerry.  Balance  reduced  to 
$6,191  87  in  December,  1829. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the 
establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  22.  Benjamin  Crowninshield,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
May  20,  1834,  for  $760  62  ;  judgment  at  March  term,  1836,  for  $388  67. 
The  marshal  has  collected  the  amount  of  the  judgment. 

No.  23.  Henry  Warren,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  September  7, 
1821,  for  $26,943  83.  Penalty  of  bond,  $5,000,  and  interest,  paid  by 
sureties.  Warren,  the  principal,  died  insolvent.  Balance  reduced  to 
$16,429  54.  Nothing  more  will  ever  be  recovered. — District  attorney’s 
report  for  1829. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
I  to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
i  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  24.  John  Pease,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  January  22,  1821, 
for  $1,270  79  ;  debt  desperate  ;  parties  all  dead,  leaving  no  property. — 
District  attorney’s  report  for  1829. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been 


14 


[  Doc.  No.  1 1 1.  | 

included  by  the  Comptroller  in  bis  annual  list  of  balances  since  the 
establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  25.  George  Phillips,  collector,  & c. — Suit  ordered  September 
16,  1799,  for  $13,450  10.  The  principal  absconded  and  left  no  property. 
The  penaltylof  his  bond,  $4,000,  was  recovered  of  his  sureties.  Balance 
reduced  to  $9,450  10. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  26.  Walter  Bradley,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  November 
7,  1832,  for  $6,807  72.  Continued  September  term,  1835  ;  plea,  general 
issue,  with  notice  of  offset  of  a  claim  against  the  Government  for  extra 
services  during  the  late  war,  to  the  amount  of  $12,294  91. — District 
attorney’s  report.  Since  then  continued  from  court  to  court  up  to  April 
term,  1837,  on  motion  of  defendant’s  counsel,  on  the  ground  that  Mr. 
Bradley,  had  a  petition  pending  before  Congress. 

No.  27.  Joseph  Wilcox,  late  marshal. — Suit  ordered  December  17, 
1822, for  $1,389  44.  Died  utterly  insolvent ;  property  sold  for  30  cents. — 
Marshal’s  return,  July,  1837. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1817,  entitled  “An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently, has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  28.  Joel  Burt,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October  26, 1815,  for 
$392  80.  Judgment  at  January  term,  1823,  for  $637  40  damages. 
Execution  returned  “  nulla  bona.” — Marshal’s  report,  April,  1S23.  Des¬ 
perate.— District  attorney’s  report,  July,  1830.  No  bond  in  this  case. 

No  29.  John  Grant,  jr.,  collector,  &c.— Suit  ordered  May  26,  1837, 
for  $113  30.  Judgment  at  August  term,  1837,  for  $115  36  and  costs, 
with  interest  from  the  30th  August,  1837,  till  paid. 

No.  30.  Henry  Malcolm,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October  17, 
1821,  for  $16  61.  Non  est  inventus.  May  term,  1822. — District 
attorney’s  report.  Same  remark. — District  attorney’s  general  return  for 

1829. 

No  31.  John  Lamb,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  December  21,  1798, 
for  $124,893  11.  Balance  reduced  to  $24,032  72,  and  the  district 
attorney  instructed,  January  24,  1822,  to  proceed  with  the  suit.  Balance 
further  reduced  in  October,  1822,  to  $21,675  99,  and  the  district 
attorney  again  instructed  to  proceed  with  the  suit.  Judgment  on  scire 
facias/October  14,  1822 ;  no  property  found.— District  attorney’s 

letter,  dated  October  29,  1824.  ...... 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1817,  entitled  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  included 
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by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  32.  David  Gelston,  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  33.  John  Scott,  attorney  at  law. — Suit  ordered  February  27, 1836, 
for  $300.  Judgment  at  May  term,  1836,  for  $408,  with  interest  from 
May  18,  1836,  till  paid,  and  costs.  Execution  returned  by  marshal, 
unsatisfied;  that  Scott  was  poor,  and  had  no  property. 

No.  34.  Aaron  Hackley,  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  35.  John  Heard,  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  36.  John  Brewster,  collector  &c. — Suit  ordered  February  15. 
1831,  for  $1,668  34.  Suit  still  pending.  In  July,  1837,  the  district 
attorney  was  called  on  for  his  report  in  this  case.  In  his  reply,  dated 
July  24,  1837,  he  stated  that,  before  his  appointment  to  the  office  of 
district  attorney,  he  was  employed  as  counsel  for  one  of  the  defendants. 
Instructed  the  district  attorney,  August  3,  1837,  to  cause  the  necessary 
steps  to  be  taken  to  have  this  case  disposed  of  without  further  delay. 

No. .37.  Robert  Arnold,  late  collector,  &e.— A  distress  warrant  w  as 
issued  in  this  case,  October  27,  1829,  for  $83,882  96.  Balance  increased 
by  a  subsequent  settlement  in  April,  1831,  to  $89,157  54.  Reduced  in 
November,  1835,  to  the  sum  of  $80,957  54.  Something  more  may  be 
received  in  this  case,  but  how  much  is  uncertain.  Marshal’s  renort 
u  nulla  bona.”  P 

No.  38.  James  Parker,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  39.  Lemuel  Howell,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1836,  for  $262  81  ;  still  pending. 

No.  40.  Constant  Somers,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  June  5 
1801,  for  $554  01.  Somers  died  insolvent;  debt  lost.-— District  attor¬ 
ney’s  report,  November,  1821. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1817,  entitled  “Act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  41.  Jesse  Somers,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  May  9 
1815,  for  $965  59.  Of  this  claim,  $951  41  was  deposited  by  the  district 
attorney,  February  7,  1822,  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States.  Balance  reduced  to  $14  18,  and  the  district  attorney  was  in¬ 
structed,  February  2,  1825,  to  proceed  with  the  suit.  Judgment  for  the 
defendant  at  November  term,  1825,  and  on  the  17th  December,  1825,  the 
First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  was  instructed  to  close  the  account  on  the 
books  of  his  office. 

No.  42.  Ezra  Baker,  late  collector,  &c.— -Suit  ordered  February  I 
1821,  for  $1,748  67.  Judgment  against  the  principal  for  $2  623* 
Execution  returned  by  marshal,  “nulla  bona.”  The  sureties  bein«-  all 
very  poor,  no  action  was  commenced  against  them.  Nothing  expected,— 
District  attorney’s  report,  December,  1824. 
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This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  inclu¬ 
ded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  43.  Sharp  Delany,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July  26,  1802, 
for  $67,821  31.  Judgment  obtained,  when  and  for  what  amount  not 
stated.  Balance  reduced  in  June,  1824,  to  $10,908  74.  The  district 
attorney  of  Philadelphia  stated,  in  his  letter  dated  October  25,  1824,  that 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  thing  further  that  could  be  done  in  this  case. 
At  May  term,  1830,  a  judgment  was  obtained  in  the  district  ofDelaware, 
in  favor  of  the  United  States,  for  $1,053  against  the  executors  of  Thomas 
Robinson,  one  of  the  sureties  of  Delany,  being  the  amount  of  assets  in 
their  hands.  This  sum  was  deposited  by  the  district  attorney  of  Dela¬ 
ware,  September  9,  1830,  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  which  reduced  the  balance  of  Delany ’s  account  on  the  books  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  sum  of  $9,855  74,  exclusive  of  interest. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  inclu¬ 
ded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

44.  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  late  district  attorney. — Suit  ordered 
February  28,  1837,  for  $76,491.  Judgment  obtained  in  favor  of  the 
United  States  at  February  term,  1837,  lor  $3,985  78,  with  interest  from 
the  6th  of  April, 1837,  till  paid.  Advised  the  First  Auditor  of  the  judg¬ 
ment  in  this  case,  September  13,  1837. 

No.  45.  James  Brobson,  late  marshal. — On  the  2d  July,  1836,  an  act 
of  Congress  was  passed  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of 
James  Brobson,  late  marshal  of  Delaware,  which  act  authorized  the  So¬ 
licitor  of  the  Treasury  to  settle  the  accounts  of  the  said  Brobson  on  prin¬ 
ciples  of  equity,  &c.  William  P.  Brobson,  one  of  the  representatives  of 
the  late  marshal,  informed  the  Solicitor  by  letter,  dated  September  12, 
1837,  that  he  will  attend  at  Washington  during  the  month  of  December, 
1837,  prepared  to  settle  the  claim  of  the  United  States. 

No.  46.  John  Muir,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  May  19,1795 
for  $5,648  89  ;  died  in  prison ;  debt  irrecoverably  lost, — District  attor¬ 
ney’s  general  report  for  September,  1821. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  de¬ 
fendants  have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not 
been  included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since 
the  establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  47.  James  Frazier,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  May  2,  I 
1805,  for  $3,924  86.  The  principal  in  this  case  was  released  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ;  sureties  dead  and  insolvent ;  debt  lost. — Dis¬ 
trict  attorney’s  report,  September,  1821. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  included 
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by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  48.  William  Selby,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  November 
8, 1809,  for  §140  93  ;  no  suit  ever  brought ;  nothing  known  of  the  man. 
District  attorney’s  report,  September,  1821  :  Non  est  inventus.  District 
attorney’s  general  report  for  1829  :  No  bond  in  this  case. 

No.  49.  John  Fitzgerald,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  April 
29,  1801,  for  §57,157  06  ;  balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements 
to  §29,946  07.  Penalty  of  bond,  §10,000,  paid  by  his  sureties.  Some 
further  payments  expected  from  the  sale  of  lands  in  Ohio,  the  property 
of  the  late  Colonel  John  Fitzgerald,  by  Thomas  Swann  and  Humphrey 
Peake,  commissioners,  under  the  authority  of  a  decree  of  the  circuit 
court  of  Alexandria,  District  of  Columbia. 

No.  50.  Charles  Simms,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  April 
25,  1821,  for  §9,448  23;  balance  increased  in  December,  1822,  to 
§17,118  29.  Judgment  in  1825  against  the  administrators  of  Simms, 
the  principal,  for  §17,118  and  costs,  to  be  paid  when  assets  should  come 
into  his  hands.  His  surety,  John  T.  Ricketts,  died  insolvent.  A  suit  in 
chancery  was  brought  against  the  representatives  of  the  late  Charles 
Simms,  respecting  lands  in  Ohio.  The  lands  in  Ohio  were  sold  at  pub¬ 
lic  auction  at  Columbus,  on  the  20th  June,  1836,  by  Cuthbert  Powell, 
administrator  de  bonis  non ,  for  §18,307  50,  as  follows  :  for  cash, 
§6,069  17;;  on  one  year’s  credit  with  interest,  §6,017  83  ;  on  two  years’ 
credit , with  interest,  §6,220  49  ;  together,  making  §18,307  50,  as  above 
stated.  Out  of  the  cash  received  by  Mr.  Powell,  he  made  a  payment  of 
§4,500  on  the  21st  June,  1836,  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States.  The  balance,  §1,569  17,  to  be  accounted  for  by, him  with 
the  levy  court  of  Alexandria,  District  of  Columbia,  on  settlement. 

No.  51.  Humphrey  Peake,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for 

suit. 

No.  52.  George  Brent,  Thompson  F.  Mason,  and  George  Johnson, 
trustees  for  the  estate  of  Humphrey  Peake,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit 
ordered  October  24,  1836,  for  §13,850  15  ;  still  pending. 

No.  53.  Laurence  Muse,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  August 
25,  1812,  for  §36,728  90 ;  judgment  at  May  term,  1822,  for  §35,421  71, 
with  interest  from  the  1st  March,  1811,  till  paid.  No  effects  as  to  prin¬ 
cipal  ;  penalty  of  bond,  §2,000,  recovered  of  sureties.  Balance  reduced 
in  1829  to  §33,248  68.  The  collection  of  this  claim  utterly  hopeless. — 
District  attorney’s  general  report  for  1830. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  54.  George  W.  Banks,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  No¬ 
vember  16,  1822,  for  §5,206  21  ;  judgment  against  the  principal  at  April 
term,  1823,  for  §5,206  21  ;  judgment  against  the  sureties  at  same  terra, 
for  amount  of  penalty,  §2,000  ;  principal  and  sureties  all  insolvent. — Dis- 
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trict  attorney’s  letter,  August  15,  1823.  Parties  all  insolvent;  claim 
desperate. — General  report,  1830. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  55.  John  Dangerfield,  late  collector,  & c. — Suit  ordered  April 
15,  1830,  for  $3,800.  Balance  reduced  in  November,  1 S30,  to  $5,067  28. 
Judgment  against  principal  and  sureties,  at  November  term,  1830,  for 
penalty  of  two  bonds,  $2,000  each,  and  against  the  principal  alone  for 
$1,287  30,  with  interest  on  $1,067  28  from  the  18th  November,  1830, 
till  paid.  Penalty  of  two  bonds,  $4,000,  recovered  from  sureties.  Judg¬ 
ment  against  the  principal  returned  “  no  effects.” 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant  has  been 
reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included  by  the 
Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1835. 

No.  56.  Joseph  Jones,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October  12, 
1826,  for  $22,165  73;  judgment  at  May  term,  1827,  against  Thomas 
Jones,  executor,  for  the  above  sum,  with  interest  from  the  25th  May,  1 827, 
until  paid.  Judgment  at  the  same  time  against  the  sureties  for  penalty 
of  bond,  $20,000.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements,  up  to 
June,  1837,  to  $6,439  55,  exclusive  of  interest. 

No.  57.  James  Robertson,  late  collector,  &c. — Distress  warrant  is¬ 
sued  in  this  case,  March  24,  1830,  for  $24,857  57.  Made  by  marshal, 
on  sale  of  property  of  the  principal,  after  deducting  costs,  $1,126  01  ; 
which  sum  was  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer,  August  11, 
1830.  Nothing  more  expected  of  the  principal.  John  T.  Robertson, 
one  of  the  sureties,  has  satisfactorily  secured  the  payment  of  $5,000  to 
the  United  States,  to  be  paid  in  ten  annual  instalments  of  $500  each. 
Six  of  those  instalments  have  been  promptly  paid.  The  other  sureties 
are  reported  as  insolvent.  Balance  now  reduced  to  $14,885  35. 

No.  58.  Abraham  Archer,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  March 
21,  1801,  for  $182  23.  Parties  all  died  insolvent  several  years  ago. — ■ 
District  attorney’s  letter,  March  14,  1825.  This  debt  may  be  considered 
as  desperate. — General  report,  1830. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  59.  Thomas  Archer,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July  7, 
1808,  for  $1,139  40.  Balance  reduced  in  November,  1821 ,  to  $1 ,004  61. 
Judgment  against  administrator  of  Lawrence  Gibbons,  (surety,)  hill 
term,  1823,  for  $1,516  38.  Execution  returned  u  no  property.”  See 
act  of  Congress  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Griffin,  administrator  of  L.  Gib¬ 
bons,  approved  March  2,  1829.  Whole  claim  released  by  act  of  Con¬ 
gress. — District  attorney’s  general  report  for  1830. 
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This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included  by 
the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment  of 
the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  60.  Charles  K.  Mallory,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
April  27,  1821,  for  $15,821  14.  Balance  reduced  in  June,  1823,  to 
$10,013  34.  Judgment  against  the  administrator  and  sureties.  May  term, 
1824,  for  $10,013  34,  with  interest  from  the  1st  of  June,  1820,  till  paid. 
— Clerk’s  report.  Balance  reduced  in  January,  1 831 ,  to  $3,649  66.  Ex¬ 
ecution  against  sureties  returned  “  no  effects.” — District  attorney’s  report, 
November,  1831.  The  district  attorney  advises,  by  letter  dated  August  1, 
1834,  that  he  has  filed  a  bill  in  chancery  to  recover  the  balance  due  in  this 
case.  Nothing  further  to  be  expected  from  Mallory’s  administrator. — 
District  attorney’s  report  for  May  term,  1838.  Decree  for  an  account. — 
District  attorney’s  report  for  May  term,  1836.  Continued  for  defend¬ 
ants  May  term,  1837. 

No.  61.  John  Stith,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  62.  Enoch  Sawyer,  late  collector,  & c. — Suit  ordered  Septem¬ 
ber!,  1828,  for  $25,335  45.  Judgment,  November  term,  1830,  for 
$25,335  45,  against  John  McMorine,  executor  of  Sawyer.  Balance  re¬ 
duced  by  subsequent  settlements  to  $285  98,  exclusive  of  interest  from 
the  6th  of  August,  1833,  till  paid.  On  the  12th  of  March,  1836,  the 
district  attorney  made  a  payment  of  $198  58  to  the  credit  of  the  Treas¬ 
urer  of  the  United  States,  and  stated,  in  his  letter  dated  31st  March, 
1836,  that  he  believed  it  to  be  in  full  of  the  balance  due  by  E.  Sawyer, 
late  collector,  &c.  Bank  certificate,  with  a  copy  of  the  district  attor¬ 
ney’s  letter,  enclosed  to  First  Comptroller,  April  5,  1836. 

No.  63.  Asa  Rogerson,  late  collector,  &c. — A  distress  warrant  was 
issued  against  the  principal  and  sureties  in  this  case,  December  14,  1829, 
for  the  recovery  of  $32,791  09.  The  sum  of  $398  34  was  deposited  by 
the  marshal  in  August,  1830,  being  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  some  prop¬ 
erty  belonging  to  the  sureties.  Asa  Rogerson,  the  principal,  having  ab¬ 
sconded  from  North  Carolina,  another  distress  warrant  was  issued  against 
him,  and  transmitted,  on  the  20th  September,  1831,  to  the  marshal  of 
West  Tennessee.  The  marshal  of  that  district  advised  by  letter,  in  De¬ 
cember,  1832,  that  Rogerson  died  in  New  Orleans,  and  that  there  was 
no  property  found  in  his  district  whereon  to  levy.  On  the  1st  June, 
1833,  the  sum  of  $1,421  55  was  deposited  by  the  district  attorney,  being 
the  result  of  several  suits  in  chancery  commenced  to  set  aside  fraudu¬ 
lent  and  illegal  payments  of  duty  bonds  to  Rogerson,  &c.  Balance  re¬ 
duced  to  $31,321  85.  This  balance  may  be  considered  as  desperate. 
The  several  chancery  suits  have  been  compromised  upon  payment  of 
costs  by  the  defendants. 

No.  64.  Griffith  J.  McRee,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  June 
20,1804,  for  $7,567  19.  The  principal  died  insolvent.  Sureties  all  in¬ 
solvent.  Debt  hopeless. — District  attorney’s  report,  November,  1824, 
Debt  lost. — District  attorney’s  general  report  for  1329. 
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This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  65.  James  Read,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  May  22, 
1801,  for  $7,113  34.  Judgment  obtained,  satisfied,  and  account  closed. 

No.  66.  Timothy  Bloodworth,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Janu¬ 
ary  15,  1808,  for  $22,527  38.  Debt  good  for  nothing;  no  hopes  of 
recovering  any  part  of  it. — District  attorney’s  report,  October,  1821. 
Debt  absolutely  lost. — District  attorney’s  general  report,  1829. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  67.  Robert  Cochran,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Septem¬ 
ber  10, 1821,  for  $143,922  68.  Judgment,  May  term,  1823,  for  $145,361  90. 
Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements  up  to  July,  1835, to  $109,23249. 
The  district  attorney  advises  that  he  obtained  a  decree  of  the  court  at  No¬ 
vember  term,  1828,  against  William  Watts  Jones,  trustee  of  Cochran,  for 
$9,725  05,  with  interest  from  the  7th  February,  1825,  till  paid.  $2,005  of 
the  amount  of  the  decree  of  court  against  the  trustee  has  been  collected, 
which  reduces  the  balance  of  Cochran’s  account  to  the  sum  of  $107,227  49. 
The  residue  of  the  decree  (say  g7,720  05)  is  represented  by  the  district 
attorney  to  be  perfectly  secured,  part  of  which  will  soon  be  collected. 
The  balance  of  the  claim  against  Cochran,  after  collecting  the  amount  of 
the  decree,  may  be  considered  as  desperate. 

No.  68.  James  Manney,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  January 
22,  1830,  for  $6,862  95.  Judgment  against  the  principal  at  November 
term,  1830,  for  $7,188  93,  with  interest  on  $6,862  95  from  November 
12,  1830,  till  paid.  Judgments  were  rendered  at  the  same  time,  against 
the  sureties  to  his  respective  bonds,  for  the  amount  of  their  penalties. 
Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements  up  to  November,  1835,  to 
$776  12,  exclusive  of  interest.  This  balance  increased  by  a  settlement 
in  September,  1836,  to  $2,196  52,  by  including  interest  up  to  March  16, 
1836,  agreeably  to  the  judgment.  On  the  16th  November,  1836,  a  pay¬ 
ment  of  $1,248  10  w  as  made  by  Johonias  Paggott,  one  of  Manney ’s 
sureties,  on  account  of  the  last-mentioned  balance.  Indulgence  granted 
to  sureties,  who  have  petitioned  Congress  for  relief,  until  the  close  of  the 
2d  session  of  the  25th  Congress. 

No.  69.  Isaac  Holmes,  late  collector,  &e. — There  is  no  information 
on  the  records  in  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  of  a  suit  hav¬ 
ing  ever  been  brought  against  Isaac  Holmes,  the  principal.  On  the  28th 
January,  1804,  a  suit  was  directed  to  be  instituted  against  John  Bee 
Holmes,  the  only  surety  of  Isaac  flolmes,  for  the  amount  of  penalty, 
$30,000.  Judgment.  Amount  of  bond  paid. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1817,  entitled  (C  An  act  to 
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provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since, the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  70.  Andrew  Agnew,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  1794,  for  $215  41.  Principal  and  sureties  died  insolvent. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendants 
have  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  71.  John  Grayson,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  February 
1,  1821,  for  $353  10.  Died  insolvent. — District  attorney’s  report  July, 
1821.  The  district  attorney  was  instructed,  November  7,  1821,  to  take 
no  further  steps  in  this  case.  No  bond  taken. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included  by 
the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment  of 
the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  72.  Robert  E.  Cochran,  late  marshal.— Suit  ordered  November 
16, 1822,  for  $1,955  75,  as  late  marshal,  in  addition  to  a  suit  for  $3,150,  di¬ 
rected  to  be  instituted  against  him  on  the  15th  February,  1822,  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  taking  the  third  census.  Judgment,  March  term,  1822,  for  $5,008. 
Fi  fa.  issued. — Marshal’s  return,  June,  1 822,  “  nulla  bona.”  Principal 
and  sureties  all  insolvent. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  73.  Thomas  D.  M.  Johnson,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  De¬ 
cember  30,  1809,  for  $15,066  99.  Penalty  of  bond,  $5,000,  paid  by 
sureties.  Judgment  at  November  term,  1811,  against  the  administrators 
of  Johnson,  for  amount  of  assets.  The  whole  of  his  estate  was  appraised 
at  less  than  $100. — Attorney’s  report,  July,  1821.  Balance  reduced  in 
November,  1822,  to  $6,735  51.  Nothing  more  expected. — District  at¬ 
torney’s  letter,  22d  March,  1824.  Same  remark  by  district  attorney’s 
general  report  for  1830. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  74.  Edwin  Mounger,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Decem¬ 
ber  30, 1809,  for  $22,924  36.  Penalty  of  bond,  $5,000,  paid  by  sureties. 
Balance  reduced  to  $17,924  36.  Principal  died  insolvent. — District 
attorney’s  report,  July,  1821.  Same  remark  in  district  attorney’s  general 
report  for  1830. 
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This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 


No.  75.  Richard  Wall,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  November 
16,  1822,  for  $115,483  44.  Penalty  of  bond,  $5,000,  recovered  of  sure¬ 
ties.  Wall,  the  principal,  died  utterly  insolvent. — District  attorney’s 
report  March,  1831. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included  by 
the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  76.  Archibald  S.  Bullock,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
July  16, 1827,  for  the  recovery  of  $33,680  29.  The  district  judge  refused 
to  take  cognizance  of  this  ease.  A  copy  of  the  decree  was  forwarded, 
June  6,  1829,  by  the  district  attorney  of  Georgia,  to  the  Attorney  Gene¬ 
ral  of  the  United  States.  The  petition  for  the  rehearing  of  this  cause 
was  dismissed,  June  4,  1829,  by  order  of  Judge  Cuyler.  Copy  of  pro¬ 
ceedings  certified  by  the  clerk  of  court,  December  19,  1832.  The  dis¬ 
trict  attorney,  in  his  report  for  1830,  represented  Mr.  Bullock  as 
insolvent. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  insolvent,  and  consequently  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1834. 

No.  77.  Joseph  S.  Pelot,  acting  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 


No.  78  Thomas  Collier,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October 
17, 1821 ,  for  $6  80.  The  district  attorney,  by  letter,  dated  May  20,  1823, 
informed  the  late  agent  of  the  Treasury  that  this  debt  maybe  considered 
as  lost. 


No.  79.  Venables  Bond,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  1821,  for  $3,570  60.  Penalty  of  bond  $2,000,  recovered  of  sure¬ 
ties.  Balance  reduced  in  December,  1822,  to  $1,546  36.  Debt  good 
for  nothing.  Bond  died  insolvent.  No  representative. — District  attor¬ 
ney’s  report  November,  1824. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  80.  Cornelius  Collins,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 


No.  81.  Christopher  Hillary,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
September  29,  1823,  for  $7  59.  No  suit  ever  brought. — District  attor¬ 
ney’s  general  report  for  1830. 
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No.  82.  Benjamin  Wall,  late  marshal,  &c. — Suit  ordered  September 

11,  1823,  for  §23,642  31.  Wall,  the  principal,  died  totally  insolvent. — 
District  attorney’s  report  September,  20,  1823.  Judgment  against  sureties 
at  May  term,  1825,  for  §991,  with  interest  from  12th  May,  1812,  till 
paid.  Recovered  of  sureties,  on  account  of  judgment,  §1,317.  Balance 
reduced  in  1828  to  §22,325  31.  Nothing  more  expected  ;  parties  insol¬ 
vent. — District  attorney’s  general  report  for  1830. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ants  have  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  have  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  83.  Andrew  Erwin,  Tennessee,  in  relation  to  duty  bonds. — Suit 
ordered  March  17,  1829,  for  §59,005  15.  Judgment,  October  term, 
1830,  for  §92,635. — District  attorney’s  report.  Execution  issued  Octo¬ 
ber  30,  1830.  In  the  marshal’s  report  for  November,  1S30,  he  remarks 
as  follows:  u  Reported  insolvent.”  In  a  letter  dated  January  30,  1834, 
from  the  district  attorney,  he  states  that,  upon  the  strictest  scrutiny  of 
proof  by  him  in  this  case,  he  is  satisfied  that  it  would  be  a  useless  un¬ 
dertaking  to  file  a  bill  of  discovery,  as  all  the  responsible  parties  had 
previously,  in  the  case  of  private  creditors,  denied  any  indebtedness  or 
liability  to  Colonel  Andrew  Erwin,  &c. 

No.  84.  Andrew  Erwin  and  James  Erwin,  of  Georgia  and  Tennes¬ 
see. — This  case  is  involved  in  the  preceding  one.  The  district  attorney 
advised,  by  letter  dated  January  30,  1834,  that  he  had  dismissed  the  suit 
brought  against  James  Erwin  in  the  circuit  court,  and  commenced  one 
in  equity,  where,  he  says,  he  has  not  the  least  doubt  of  success.  He 
has  been  instructed  to  press  the  suit  in  equity  with  all  possible  expedi¬ 
tion. 

No.  85.  Hore  B.  Trist,  late  collector,  &c. —  Suit  ordered  May  31, 
1811,  for  §6,630  S5.  The  principal  died  in  New  Orleans,  in  1804,  in¬ 
solvent.  No  suit  instituted. — District  attorney’s  report,  November,  1822. 
Judgment  at  December  term,  1830,  against  the  heirs  of  William  C.  C. 
Claiborne,  one  of  the  sureties  of  Trist,  for  §2,000,  amount  of  penalty. 
Writ  of  error  to  Supreme  Court.  Copy  of  record  transmitted  to  Attor¬ 
ney  General,  January  20,  1832. 

No.  86.  William  Brown,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  August 

12,  1813,  for  §156,432.  Balance  subsequently  reduced  to  §107,011  08. 
Nothing  known  of  his  property  ;  no  suit  instituted  against  him. — District 
attorney’s  report  for  November,  1822.  No  suit  was  ever  brought  against 
the  principal  in  the  district  of  Mississippi. — District  attorney’s  general 
report  for  1829.  A  suit  'was  directed  to  be  instituted  on  the  11th  De¬ 
cember,  1811,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  against  Ferdinand  L.  Clai¬ 
borne,  a  surety  of  Brown,  for  $15,000,  the  amount  of  penalty.  Claiborne 
died  insolvent  in  1815. — District  attorney’s  report,  October,  1821. 
Nothing  can  be  made  from  the  estate  of  Claiborne,  and  any  further 
measures  would  only  be  putting  the  Government  to  costs. — District  at¬ 
torney’s  report,  dated  June  27, 1826. 

No.  87.  Peter  F.  Dubourg,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Oc¬ 
tober  12,  1815,  for  $202,114  19.  Balance  reduced  in  July,  1830,  to 
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$3G,911  88.  Judgment  at  February  term,  1831 ,  against  the  heirs  of  Du- 
bourg,  for  $36,911  88,  with  interest  from  the  20th  of  October,  1818,  till 
paid.  They  took  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 
At  January  term,  1833,  the  judgment  against  the  heirs  of  Dubourg  was 
reversed  in  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  cause  remanded  to  the  United 
States  district  court  at  New  Orleans  for  further  proceedings.  Judgment 
rendered  in  the  United  States  district  court  at  New  Orleans,  June  30, 
1834,  against  the  heirs  of  Dubourg,  for  $321  33  costs.  Execution  issued, 
which  was  enjoined  by  the  heirs,  and  made  perpetual  against  the  United 
States. 

No.  88.  Peter  L.  B.  Duplessis,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
April  6,  1819,  for  $22,194  05.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settle¬ 
ments  to  $19,904  79.  Principal  dead.  Estate  insolvent.  Judgment  at 
December  term,  1S32,  against  the  heirs,  for  $12,158  38,  without  interest. 
Judgment  at  same  time  against  the  heirs  and  sureties  for  the  same  amount, 
say  $12,158  38,  without  interest.  The  heirs  of  Duplessis  have  no  assets. 
The  sureties  are  solvent.  Paid  on  account  of  the  judgment  against  the 
sureties,  March  22,  1833,  $6,164  87,  being  the  amount  collected  by  the 
marshal  from  the  heirs  of  William  Kenner,  one  of  the  sureties,  as  their 
moiety  of  the  judgment,  &c.  Balance  of  judgment  made  perfectly  se¬ 
cure,  payable  in  May,  1838,  by  the  representatives  of  Abner  L.  Duncan, 
deceased,  who  was  one  of  Duplessis’s  sureties. 

No.  89.  Joseph  Aborn,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  90.  William  Chribbs,  late  collector,  &c. — Reported  for  suit 
May  20,  1805,  for  $2,075  62.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settle¬ 
ment  to  $1,995  43.  Judgment  at  June  term,  181 1 ,  for  $2,000.  Nothing 
recovered.  Chribbs  died  hopelessly  insolvent.  No  administration. — 
District  attorney’s  report,  September,  1823. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  91 .  Jonathan  Davis,  late  collector,  &e. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  92.  Alexander  Ballie,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Oc¬ 
tober  7, 1806,  for  $6,305  38.  Bailie  died  insolvent  in  1819.  The  sure¬ 
ties  were  adjudged  not  liable,  on  the  ground  that  the  money  was  not 
received  as  collector. — District  attorney’s  report,  October,  1821. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment 
of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  93.  James  McConnell,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  May 
20,  1807,  for  $1,232  19.  Balance  reduced  in  March,  1811,  to  $758  69. 
Judgment  for  $1,232  19.  In  1810  he  obtained  an  injunction  for  $950. 
At  May  term,  1811,  satisfaction  entered  of  record,  by  order  from  the 
Treasury  Department,  except  as  to  $758  69.  As  to  the  residue,  it  is 
supposed  Congress  interfered. — Attorney’s  general  return  for  1829. 
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The  record  of  the  trial  in  this  case,  at  November  term,  1820,  of  the 
circuit  court,  was  referred  to  the  First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  on  the 
22d  August,  1829.  Nothing  collected  of  the  principal.  Sureties  exone¬ 
rated. — District  attorney’s  report,  August,  1829. 

'  This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been 
included  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  in  1830. 

No.  94.  Matthew  Ernest,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October  22, 
1805,  for  $8,749  67.  Principal  died  insolvent.  Penalty  of  bond, 
$2,000,  recovered  from  sureties.  Balance  reduced  in  May,  1823,  to 
$5,457  77.  The  district  attorney,  in  his  report  for  July,  1831,  advised 
that  the  principal  died  insolvent  several  years  ago. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  “An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  95.  Joseph  Wilkinson,  Jr.,  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  March 
25,  1807,  for  $4,085  82.  Penalty  of  bond,  $2,000,  recovered  of  sure¬ 
ties.  Principal  released  by  act  of  Congress  approved  June  28,  1809. 
Balance  reduced  to  $1,972  87. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1817,  entitled  M  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included  by 
the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  the  establishment  of 
the  office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury. 

No.  96.  David  Duncan,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  97.  William  Gamble,  late  collector  &c. — Suit  ordered  April 
22,  1826,  for  $1,024  59.  Judgment  against  the  principal  at  May  term, 
1828,  for  $1,024  59  and  costs.  Died  insolvent.  No  administration. 
Sureties  not  found. 

No.  98.  Adam  D.  Stuart,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered  June  3, 
1834,  for  $638  81.  Still  pending. 

No.  99.  Algernon  S.  Thruston,  late  collector,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
September  22,  1836,  in  the  district  of  Kentucky,  against  the  principal 
and  such  of  his  sureties  as  are  residents  of  that  district,  for  the  recovery 
of  $2,822  14.  Balance  reduced  in  November,  1837,  to  $1,702  45. 
Suit  still  pending. — District  attorney’s  report  for  May  term,  1837. 

No.  100.  George  W.  Owen,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 

No.  101.  Benjamin  J.  Harrison,  late  collector,  &c. — A  distress  war¬ 
rant  was  issued  in  this  case  on  the  15th  of  February,  1837,  for  the  recovery 
of  $3,159  15.  On  the  7th  March,  1837,  the  marshal  of  Kentucky  made  a 
deposite  of  $1,000  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States, 
collected  by  him  from  James  Harrison,  one  of  the  sureties  of  Benjamin 
J.  Harrison,  on  account  of  this  claim,  which  reduces  the  balance  to  the 
sum  of  $2,159  15,  exclusive  of  interest.  On  the  14th  March,  1837,  the 
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marshal  was  instructed  to  grant  two  and  three  years’  indulgence  to  James 
Harrison,  surety,  to  pay  up  the  balance  in  full,  with  interest  from  the  date 
ol  the  warrant,  upon  his  making  the  payments  perfectly  secure.  On 
the  23d  May,  1837,  the  marshal  returned  the  distress  warrant  to  the  office 
ol  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  and  advised  that  the  balance  then  due 
was  made  perfectly  secure,  by  two  notes  with  good  endorsers,  payable  in 
two  and  three  years,  with  interest  from  date. 

No.  102.  John  Smith,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  103.  James  W.  Ripley,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 

No.  104.  James  H.  McCulloch,  late  collector,  &c. — Never  reported 
for  suit. 

No.  105.  Stephen  Thatcher,  collector,  &c.,  on  account  of  official 
emoluments. — On  the  10th  November,  1834,  a  suit  was  directed  to  be 
instituted  against  Stephen  Thatcher  and  his  sureties,  on  account  of  offi¬ 
cial  emoluments,  for  the  recovery  of  $151  44.  On  the  21st  February, 
1835,  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  advised  the  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury  that  the  accounts  of  Mr.  Thatcher,  late  collector  of  customs,  in 
relation  to  his  official  emoluments,  had  been  adjusted  at  the  Treasury, 
and  a  balance  found  due  to  him  from  the  United  States. 

No.  106.  Isaac  Ilsley,  late  collector,  on  account  of  official  emolu¬ 
ments. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  107.  William  Pearce,  Jr.,  late  collector,  on  account  of  official 
emoluments. — Suit  ordered  February  27,  1836,  for  $1,263  28.  The 
district  attorney  advised,  by  letter,  dated  January  11,  1837,  that  this 
claim,  as  the  balance  of  the  account  for  surplus  emoluments,  was  not 
allowed  ;  that  Judge  Davis  was  clear  in  the  opinion  that  the  collector 
had  a  legal  right  to  retain  the  commissions  to  the  amount  of  $3,000,  &c. 
That  the  question  is  reserved,  and  will  be  carried  to  the  circuit  court  if 
so  directed  ;  and  refers  to  the  2d  section  of  the  act  of  1799,  and  the  10th 
section  of  that  of  May  7,  1822,  for  concurring  in  the  judge’s  opinion. 
The  district  attorney  was  instructed,  January  26,  1837,  to  take  this  case 
up  to  the  circuit  court. 

No.  108.  James  Parker,  collector,  on  account  of  official  emolu¬ 
ments  — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  109.  William  Jones,  late  collector,  on  account  of  official  emolu¬ 
ments. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  110.  George  W.  Owens,  collector,  on  account  of  official  emolu¬ 
ments. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  111.  Manuel  Cruzant,  naval  officer,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 

No.  112.  Peter  K.  Wagner,  late  naval  officer. — Suit  ordered  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1835,  for  $3,372  70.  Judgment  against  the  principal  at  De¬ 
cember  term,  1835,  for  $3,372  70,  with  interest  from  the  20th  December, 
1835,  till  paid.  Judgment  at  same  term  against  the  principal,  for  $500 
penalty,  for  not  rendering  his  accounts  for  the  years  1833  and  1834 
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Executions  issued  against  principal  ;  nothing  made  ;  defendant  utterly 
insolvent.  Two  bonds  were  taken  in  this  case,  penalty  $2,000  each. 
The  penalty  of  one  of  the  bonds,  $2,000,  was  recovered  of  the  sureties, 
land  deposited  by  the  district  attorney,  April  27,  1836,  to  the  credit  of 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  The  sureties  to  the  other  bond  have 
declared  their  readiness  to  pay,  without  suit,  the  amount  of  their  respon¬ 
sibility,  $2,000,  when  the  accounts  are  adjusted,  &c.  Balance  increased 
)y  a  settlement  in  February,  1837,  to  $5,805  72,  and  an  authenticated 
transcript  thereof  transmitted  to  the  district  attorney.  District  attor¬ 
ney  instructed  to  receive  from  the  sureties  to  the  second  bond  the  amount 
Df  their  penalty,  $2,000,  and  to  give  to  them  the  necessary  release,  &c. 

No.  113.  William  Emerson,  surveyor,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 

No.  114.  Samuel  Spotts,  surveyor,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 
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Statement  of  the  Balances  due  by  Receivers  of  Public  Moneys ,  arising  from  the  sale  of  public  lands ,  who  were  out  of  office  on  the  1 2th 

October ,  1837. 
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C.  2 

Abstract  of  correspondence  relative  to  Receivers  of  Public  Moneys,  <$*c. 

No.  1.  Peteu  Wilson,  late  receiver,  &c. — Judgment  against  the  prin¬ 
cipal  at  July  term,  1827,  for  89,909  9G.  He  died  insolvent  in  1829  ;  his 
estate  was  sold  under  an  execution  on  the  loth  May,  1830,  for  the  sum 
of  $2,423  11.  Upon  the  last  settlement  of  his  account,  in  June,  1834, 
the  balance  was  reduced  to  $9,348  87,  exclusive  of  interest,  from  the 
15th  May,  1830,  till  paid.  At  July  term,  1834,  of  the  United  States 
district  court,  for  the  district  of  Ohio,  judgment  was  rendered  in  favor 
of  Matthew  Myers,  one  of  Wilson’s  sureties.  Bill  of  exceptions  taken 
and  carried,  by  writ  of  error,  to  circuit  court,  where  it  is  still  pending. — 
District  attorney’s  report,  Jan.  7,  1S37. 

No.  2.  Samuel  Stokely,  late  receiver,  8z c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  3.  Samuel  Finley,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  August  19, 
1819,  for  $22,278  74.  Judgment  against  Mr.  Finley,  for  $22,390  13, 
with  interest  from  16th  September,  1819,  till  paid  ;  execution  served  on 
his  property,  which  produced  the  sum  of  $437  only.  Judgment  ob¬ 
tained  against  sureties  for  penalty  of  bond,  $10,000,  w7ith  interest.  The 
amount  of  the  penalty  of  bond,  with  $2,510  94  interest  thereon,  making, 
together,  $12,510  94,  w7as  paid  on  the  28th  September,  1830,  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  by  John  Jacob  Astor,  of  New  York,  to 
whom  was  then  assigned  the  judgment  against  Thomas  Worthington,  one 
of  Finley’s  sureties,  the  other  sureties  having  died  insolvent.  The  bal¬ 
ance  now  due  may  be  considered  as  desperate. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  cc  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  4.  Bernard  Van  Horne,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 

No.  5.  Nathaniel  Ewing,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July  22, 

1823,  for  $4,684  63.  Judgment  against  the  principal  at  November  term, 

1824,  for  $5,273  18,  with  interest  irom  the  4th  November,  1824,  till  paid. 
Execution  issued  and  returned  by  marshal:  “No  property  found  where¬ 
on  to  levy.”  Sureties  not  found.  Balance  increased  in  November,  1S29, 
to  $5,967  32.  Judgment  against  the  principal  at  May  term,  1830,  for 
$1,282  69,  in  addition  to  the  former  judgment.  Execution  issued  and  re¬ 
turned  by  order  of  the  district  attorney,  on  payment  of  costs. — Marshal’s 
report  for  November,  1830.  On  the  3d  August,  1837,  the  district  attor¬ 
ney  wras  called  on  for  a  full  report  of  the  present  state  of  this  case. 
Report  not  yet  received. 

No.  6.  J.  C.  S.  Harrison,  late  receiver,  &c. — By  the  act  of  2d  March, 
1831,  Mr.  Harrison  is  allowed  IS  years,  writhin  which  to  pay  this  balance. 

No.  7.  Charles  M.  Taylor,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Octo¬ 
ber  13,  1825,  in  the  district  of  Kentucky,  against  all  the  parties  to  the 
bond,  for  $10,403 45,  but  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements  up  to  July, 
1827,  to  $5,738  80.  Judgment  at  May  term,  1829,  for  $5,738  80,  wTith 
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interest  from  the  6th  October,  1826,  till  paid.  Balance  reduced  in  Sep¬ 
tember,  1837,  to  $  1 ,627  69,  including  interest  up  to  the  i  2th  August,  1836, 
the  date  of  last  payment.  This  balance  is  made  secure  by  a  levy  on 
property  suilicient  to  cover  it. — Marshal’s  report,  May,  1837. 

No.  8.  Andrew  P.  Hay,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July  16, 
1830,  against  principal  and  sureties,  for  §6,919  72.  Judgment  at  No¬ 
vember  term,  1830,  for  §7,568  55,  with  interest  from  December  18, 
1830,  till  paid.  The  district  attorney  was  instructed,  September  10, 1831 , 
to  suspend  proceedings  against  John  Fishli,  one  of  the  sureties  in  this 
case,  and  to  file  a  bill  of  discovery  against  the  other  sureties,  who  had 
placed  their  property  beyond  the  reach  of  the  Government.  Balance  re¬ 
duced  by  a  subsequent  settlement,  in  1833,  to  §5,046  72,  exclusive  of  in¬ 
terest.  The  district  attorney  advises,  by  letter  dated  July  19,  1837, 
that  he  has  made  an  arrangement  with  Mr.  Fishli,  surety,  which  he  pre¬ 
sumes  will  lead  to  the  adjustment  of  this  claim. 

No.  9.  Israel  T.  Candy,  late  receiver,  &c. — Distress  warrants  have 
.been  issued  against  the  principal  and  his  sureties,  in  different  States,  for 
the  full  amount  of  this  claim,  and  the  marshals  of  these  States  directed  to 
be  governed  by  the  instructions  of  T.  A.  Howard,  United  States  attor¬ 
ney  for  the  district  of  Indiana.  Property  of  the  parties  concerned,  sui- 
ficient  to  satisfy  the  whole  claim,  has  been  levied  on.  Samuel  Milroy 
and  John  Wilson,  two  of  Canby’s  sureties,  have,  as  trustees  of  said  Can- 
by,  made  a  transfer  of  his  property  to  the  United  States  ;  in  consequence* 
of  which  the  United  States  agent  was  instructed,  on  the  1 3th  October, 
1834,  to  postpone  the  sale  of  Canby’s  lands  for  one  year.  On  the  1 1th 
March,  1835,  the  United  States  agent  was  instructed  to  suspend  proceed¬ 
ings  against  all  the  parties  concerned,  until  the  close  of  the  1st  session  of 
the  24th  Congress ;  and,  in  case  it  should  become  necessary  to  sell  Mr. 
Canby’s  lands  in  the  fall  of  1835,  to  grant  one,  two,  and  three  years’  in¬ 
dulgence  to  the  purchasers,  upon  their  securing  the  annual  payments,  with 
interest.  Since  then,  sales  of  real  estate  to  the  amount, of  $26,402  29 
have  been  made,  on  a  credit  of  one,  two,  and  three  years  ;  and,  by  a  letter 
from  him  dated  January  13,  1837,  he  advises  that  he  had  made  another 
sale  of  Canby’s  property  to  the  amount  of  $12,500,  payable  in  five  annual 
instalments,  with  interest  from  the  date  of  sale  ;  the  payments  made  per¬ 
fectly  secure  by  notes,  with  good  endorsers,  &c.  Balance  reduced  to 
$39,013  31,  in  November,  1837. 

No.  10.  Lazarus  Noble,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  October 
7,  1826,  for  $3,983  11.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements  up 
to  June,  1835,  to  $4  93,  exclusive  of  interest.  The  district  attorney  by 
letter,  dated  August  29,  1836,  states  that  the  information  required  respect¬ 
ing  this  small  claim  will  be  afforded  when  he  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
examining  the  records  at  the  next  term  of  the  district  court. 

No.  11.  Abner  McCarty,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  February 
2,  1837,  for  $2,461  14.  Balance  reduced  in  September,  1837,  to 
$1,338  92.  Suit  pending. 

No.  12.  Benjamin  Stephenson,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
August  28,  1824,  for  $255,354  07.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  set¬ 
tlements  up  to  March,  1831,  to  $6,460  41.  Judgment  at  December  term, 


l 


35 


[  Doc,  No.  Ill.  ] 


1831,  against  administratrix,  for  amount  of  assets.  Judgment  rendered  in 
favor  of  sureties  at  December  term,  IS33.  The  execution  against  the  ad¬ 
ministratrix  of  the  principal  returned,  u  nulla  bona.”  The  district  at¬ 
torney  advises,  by  tetter  dated  September  24,  1834,  that  it  is  wholly  im¬ 
practicable  to  collect  any  part  of  the  judgment  against  the  administra¬ 
trix,  &c. 

No.  13.  Samuel  D.  Lockwood,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  May 
12,  1S27  for  $572  38.  Judgment  for  the  defendant  at  November  tento, 

1828,  and  a  balance  of  $231  10  certified  to  be  due  to  him. — Clerk’s  re¬ 
port.  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  instructed,  March  19, 

1829,  to  close  this  account  on  the  books  of  his  office. 

No.  14.  James  Mason,  late  receiver,  &c. — A  distress  warrant  was 
issued  in  this  case  on  the  28th  of  October,  1829,  for  the  recovery  oi 
$39,771  94.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements  up  to  October, 

1830,  to  $25  94.  This  balance  of  $25  94  was  paid  on  the  21st  of  No¬ 
vember,  1833,  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  by  David  1.  Baker, 
United  States  district  attorney,  and  stated  by  him  to  be  the  balance  of 
the  money  collected  from  Mr.  Mason. 

No.  15.  Benjamin  F.  Edwards,  receiver,  ece. — Never  reported  for 

suit. 

No.  16.  William  Lee  D.  Ewing,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
December  17, 1830,  for  $17,543  Gi.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  set¬ 
tlements  up  to  February,  1832,  to  £13.520  41.  Judgment,  December 
term,  1832,  against  the  principal,  and  E.  C.  Berry,  surety,  for  $15,142  85, 
with  interest  from  the  5th  oi'  December,  1832,  till  paid.  Balance  in¬ 
creased  to  $16,754  29,  including  interest  up  to  7th  of  February,  1837. 
On  representations  made  to  this  office,  the  district  attorney  was  in¬ 
structed,  June  6th,  1837,  to  suspend  proceedings  against  Mr.  Ewing  for 
one  year,  upon  his  filing  with  him  the  written  assent  of  his  sureties,  and 
paying  all  costs  that  may  be  due. 

No.  17.  John  Caldwell,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 

No.  18.  George  F.  Strother,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
April  13,  1826,  for  $32,830  55.  Balance  reduced  by  a  subsequent  set¬ 
tlement  in  December,  1828,  to  $20,631  86.  Judgment  against  the  prin¬ 
cipal  at  September  term,  1828,  for  $26,112  12.  The  suit  against  the 
administrator  of  John  Rice  Jones,  surety  of  Strother,  is  still  pending. 
Balance  increased  to  $27,051  64,  including  interest  up  to  May  15th, 
1S34,  the  date  of  last  settlement.  Bill  in  chancery  to  foreclose  mortgage 
given  by  Mr.  Strother  to  secure  the  payment  of  this  claim.  The  bill  in 
chancery  to  foreclose  the  mortgage  pending  at  last  report.  On  the  3d  of 
March,  1337,  an  act  of  Congress  was  passed  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Stro¬ 
ther,  authorizing  the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  to  settle 
his  accounts  as  late  receiver,  &c.,  according  to  the  principles  of  jus¬ 
tice  and  equity.  Settlement  not  yet  reported  to  this  office. 

No.  19.  Samuel  Hammond,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July 
21,  1823,  for  $21,574  44.  Judgment  against  the  defendant  at  Septem¬ 
ber  term,  1824,  for  $26,680  35.  Execution  issued  and  returned  by  the 
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marshal  of  Missouri,  u  non  est  and  nulla  bona.” — Marshal’s  report,  March, 
1825.  No  bond  taken  in  this  case. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  March  3d,  1817,  entitled  “  An  apt 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  20.  Bernard  Pratte,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 

No.  21.  Tunstal  Quarles,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  May 
21,  1835,  against  the  principal,  in  the  district  of  Kentucky,  for  the  recov¬ 
ery  of  $1,060  95.  Judgment  against  the  principal  at  November  term, 

1835,  for  $1,060  95,  with  interest  from  the  22d  of  February,  1  S3 1 ,  till 
paid.  Execution  returned  by  marshal,  “  no  estate  found.” — Marshal’s 
report,  May,  1837. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defend¬ 
ant  has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  22.  John  Hays,  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  23.  William  D.  McRay. —  Suit  ordered  December  2,  1825,  for 
$23,089  57.  Judgment  against  the  principal  at  September  term,  1827, 
for  $26,067  11.  Balance  reduced  in  January,  1828,  to  $9,877  23.  The 
marshal,  in  his  report  for  March,  1828,  states  that  he  made  on  the  sale  of 
defendant’s  property  $13,  which  he  applied  to  the  payment  of  costs. 
Insolvent. — District  attorney’s  general  report  for  1830.  No  bond  taken 
in  this  case. 

This  case  comes  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1817,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public  accounts.”  The  defendant 
has  been  reported  as  insolvent,  and,  consequently,  has  not  been  included 
by  the  Comptroller  in  his  annual  list  of  balances  since  1831. 

No.  24.  William  M.  Green,  late  receiver,  &c. — A  distress  warrant 
was  issued  in  this  case  against  the  principal  and  his  sureties,  April  6, 
1833,  for  the  recovery  of  $26,916  78.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent 
settlements  up  to  the  18th  of  October,  1837,  to  $2,312  12,  which  is  all 
for  interest.  The  sureties  have  petitioned  Congress  to  be  relieved  from 
the  payment  of  interest.  Proceedings  against  the  sureties  suspended 
until  the  close  of  the  2d  session  of  the  25th  Congress. 

No.  25.  Benjamin  S.  Chambers,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered 
December  4,  1834,  for  $2,417  03.  Principal  dead.  A  judgment  was 
obtained  against  his  sureties  in  the  district  of  Arkansas  at  January  term, 

1836,  for  $2,417  03,  and  execution  ordered.  Samuel  C.  Roane,  late 
district  attorney  of  Arkansas,  advised  by  letter  dated  November  20th,  1836, 
that  he  had  collected  the  amount  of  the  the  judgment  in  this  case,  including 
interest,  which  was  then  in  his  hands,  and  which  he  wished  to  be  author¬ 
ized  to  pay  over  to  the  receiver  of  public  moneys  at  Little  Rock, or  to  some 
other  public  officer  in  the  State  of  Arkansas,  as  it  would  be  extremely 
inconvenient  for  him  to  make  the  deposite  in  an  authorized  bank,  &c. 
On  the  28th  of  December,  1836,  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  informed 
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Judge  Roane  that  he  had  no  authority  to  direct  the  payment  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  money  into  any  other  place  or  hands  than  the  banks  of  deposite  selected 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  No  report  received.  One  has  lately 
been  called  for. 


No.  26.  William  Garrard,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  De¬ 
cember  2d,  1825,  for  $27,230  57.  Cause  continued  and  dismissed  at 
August  term,  1830,  by  order  of  the  presiding  judge,  it  appearing  to  the 
court  that  the  process  was  irregular.  The  district  attorney  was  in¬ 
structed,  November  3d,  1830,  to  renew  the  suit;  which  has  been  done. 
By  reports  and  letters  received  from  the  district  attorney,  he  advises 
that  no  term  of  court  has  been  held  in  the  western  district  of  Louisiana 
since  August  term,  1830. 

No.  27.  Luke  Lessassier,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  7825,  for  $12,893  95.  A  payment  of  $6,000  was  made  by  the 
district  attorney  29th  of  April,  1828,  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States,  which  reduced  the  balance  to  $6,893  95.  For  this 
last-mentioned  balance  the  suit  is  still  pending.  Debt  considered  good. 
By  reports  and  letters  received  from  the  district  attorney,  he  advises  that 
no  term  of  court  has  been  held  in  the  western  district  of  Louisiana  since 
August  term,  1830. 

No.  28.  David  L.  Todd,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July  27, 
1830,  for  $  15,095  52.  Todd,  the  principal,  dead  ;  his  estate  good,  and 
his  sureties  insolvent.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements  to 
$1,121  9S.  For  this  last-mentioned  balance  suit  is  still  pending.  No 
court  held  in  the  western  district  of  Louisiana  since  August  term,  1830. — 
District  attorney’s  report. 

No.  29.  Benjamin  R.  Rogers,  Lite  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported 
for  suit. 

No.  30.  Nathaniel  Cox,  late  receiver,  &c. — A  distress  warrant 
was  issued  in  this  case,  August  20,  1833,  against  the  principal,  and  John 
Foules,  his  only  surety,  for  the  recovery  of  $4,163  56.  Injunction  granted 
by  Judge  Harper,  in  September,  1833.  Judgment  for  defendants  at  De¬ 
cember  term,  1835,  of  the  United  States  district  court.  Carried  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  by  writ  of  error,  in  July,  1836. 
Dismissed  in  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  at  January  term, 
1837. — Clerk’s  report. 

No.  31.  Isaac  J.  McLanahan,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July 
27,  1830,  against  principal  and  sureties,  for  $605  92.  Balance  reduced  in- 
September,  1830,  to  $593  99.  McLanahan,  the  principal,  died  insolvent. 
\  erdict  at  May  term,  1331,  for  Wilhernons  Bogart,  surety.  The  CJurt 
overruled  a  motion  for  a  new  trial. 


No.  32.  Maurice  Cannon,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported  for 
suit. 

No.  33.  Alexander  G.  Penn,  late  receiver,  &e. — Never  renorted 
for  suit. 


No.  34.  Alfred  W.  McDaniel,  late  rece  ver,  &c. — A  distress  war¬ 
rant  was  issued  in  this  case  on  the  20th  August,  1833,  against  the  princi¬ 
pal  and  his  sureties,  in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  for  the  recovery  of 
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$9,590  46.  On  the  2d  January,  1 834,  another  warrant,  against  the  principal 
only,  was  transmitted  to  the  United  States  marshal  at  New  Orleans.  In 
the  marshal’s  report,  dated  January  31,  1834,  he  stated  that  he  had  ar¬ 
rested  McDaniel,  under  the  authority  of  the  warrant  ;  and  that  he,  Mc¬ 
Daniel,  represented  himself  to  be  in  poverty,  &c.  On  the  14th  Novem¬ 
ber,  1834,  a  payment  of  $1,459  62  was  made  on  account  of  this  claim. 
On  the  1st  April,  1835,  the  marshal  of  Mississippi  was  instructed  to  grant 
one,  two,  and  three  years’  indulgence  to  the  sureties,  upon  their  making 
the  payments  perfectly  secure.  No  payments  yet  made  on  account  of 
the  sureties.  On  the  6th  September,  1837,  the  marshal  of  Mississippi 
was  called  on  to  make  a  full  report  of  the  state  of  this  case.  Report  not 
^yet  received. 

t 

No.  35.  James  Duncan,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  January 
10,  1834,  for  $55  72.  The  amount  of  this  claim  was  collected  by  the 
district  attorney,  without  suit,  and  the  money  deposited  by  him  on  the  2d 
March,  1835,  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States. 

No.  36.  Thomas  Lewis,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  37.  William  Barnett,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  August 
18,  1830,  for  $107  85  Writ  returned  by  marshal,  “  not  found,”  April, 
1831.  Non  est  inventus,  January,  1833.  Suit  dismissed. 

No.  38,  George  B.  Damkron,  late  receiver,  & c. — A  distress  warrant 
was  issued  in  this  case  against  the  principal  and  his  sureties,  September 
26,  1835,  for  the  recovery  of  $38,714  81.  The  marshal  of  Mississippi 
advised  by  letter,  dated  August  30,  1836,  that  he  had  secured  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  this  claim,  payable  in  one,  two,  and  three  years,  with  interest 
from  the  26th  September,  1835,  the  date  of  the  warrant.  On  the  10th 
July,  1837,  the  marshal  was  instructed  to  postpone  the  collection  of  Mr. 
Dameron’s  first  note,  which  became  due  on  the  1st  September,  1837,  on 
the  terms  authorized  by  the  Solicitor’s  circular  to  marshals,  under  date 
May  17,  1837,  &c.  The  arrangement  made  by  the  marshal  in  securing 
the  payment  of  this  claim  embraces  also  the  amount  of  two  other  dis¬ 
tress  warrants  issued  against  Mr.  Dameron,  on  the  30th  September,  1835, 
viz:  One  for  $285,  as  late  receiver,  &c.,  at.  Augusta,  Mississipp ;  the 
other  for  $344  33,  as  late  receiver,  &c.,  at  Mount  Salus,  Mississippi,  &c. 

No.  33.  Hanson  Alseury,  late  receiver,  & c. — A  distress  warrant 
was  issued  in  this  case  against  the  principal  and  his  sureties,  November  2, 
1836,  for  the  recovery  of  $9,488  92.  The  marshal,  by  letter  dated  June 
24,  1837,  advised  that  he  had  received  from  Mr.  Alsbury  the  amount  of 
the  distress  warrant  issued  against  him,  with  the  exception  of  a  few 
items.  Directed  the  marshal  to  report  to  this  otfice  the  exact  amount 
received  by  him,  with  a  full  statement  of  his  proceedings  in  the  case. 
Report  not  yet  received. 

No.  40.  Samuel  Smith,  late  receiver,  &c. —  Suit  ordered  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1817,  for  $74,181  11.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements 
to  $33,590  92.  Judgment  against  the  representatives  of  Smith,  at  April 
term,  1820,  for  the  amount  then  certified  to  he  due  to  the  United  States. 
Execution  issued.  No  property  found.  Died  totally  insolvent.  'The  sure¬ 
ties  have  heretofore  been  returned,  11  non  sunt,  inventi .”  Their  places 
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of  residence  have  been  since  ascertained,  and  on  the  21st  January, 
1834,  suits  were  directed  to  be  instituted  against  them  for  the  penalty  of 
bond,  §10,001).  Judgment  rendered  at  December  term,  1834,  against 
James  Smith,  surety,  for  the  amount  of  his  penalty,  §  10,000,  with  in¬ 
terest  from  the  26ih  December,  1834,  till  paid,  and  costs.  Me  has  peti¬ 
tioned  Congress  for  relief  Further  proceedings  against  him  suspended 
until  the  close  of  the  2d  session  of  the  25th  Congress. 

No.  41.  George  Conway,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  1829,  for  §7,059  42.  Principal  died  insolvent.  Judgment  at  De¬ 
cember  term,  1830,  against  Reuben  Chamberlin,  administrator  of  Conway, 
for  §7,1  G2  30,  with  interest  from  December  22,  1830,  till  paid.  Recov¬ 
ered  by  marshal,  under  execution  against  the  administrator  of  Conway, 
§1,357  07;  which  sum  he  deposited  on  the  1st  March,  1831,  to  the  credit 
of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  No  property  found  to  make  the 
balance  of  the  judgment  against  the  administrator  — Marshal’s  report, 
April,  1831.  Sureties  all  utterly  insolvent.  Balance  reduced  to  §5,613, 


in  June  1833.  In  a  letter  from  the  district  attorney,  dated 


July 
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1837,  it  is  stated  that  something  may  yet  be  collected  out  of  securi¬ 
ties  that  were  transferred  to  his  predecessor  by  the  administrator  of 
Conway  ;  how  much,  however,  is  uncertain. 

No.  42.  John  H.  Owens,  late  receiver,  &c, — Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  43.  James  C.  Dickson,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  March 
31 ,  1832,  for  §10,858  86.  Balance  reduced  in  May,  1833,  to  §10.548  61. 
Deposited  by  district  attorney,  March  10,  1836,  §10,000.  Balance 
reduced  by  settlement  in  September,  1836,  to  §548  61.  Judgment  ren¬ 
dered  in  favor  of  the  United  States  at  November  term,  1837,  against 
Hugh  Dixon,  administrator  de  bonis  non  of  James  C.  Dixon,  for 
§5 S7  55. 

No.  44.  George  B.  Crutcher,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported 
for  suit. 

No.  45.  George  B.  Dameron,  late  receiver,  &e. — See  No.  38,  here¬ 
with. 

No.  46.  Samuel  W.  Dickson,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported 
for  suit. 

No.  47.  Samuel  W.  Dickson,  late  receiver,  &c. — Never  reported 
for  suit. 

No.  4S.  Wiley  P.  Harris,  late  receiver,  &c. — A  distress  warrant 
was  issued  against  the  principal  and  his  sureties  in  this  case,  on  the  26th 
September,  1836,  for  the  recovery  of  §208,942  44.  Balance  reduced 
in  November,  1836,  by  vouchers,  to  the  sum  of  §110,428  08.  The  mar¬ 
shal,  by  letter  dated  October  4,  1837,  advised  that,  on  the  2d  October, 
1837,  he  sold  property  of  Harris,  surrendered  bv  him,  on  a  credit  of  one, 
two,  and  three  years,  from  the  1st  October,  1837,  with  interest ;  that  the 
sale  amounted  to  about  §49,000;  that  Mr.  Harris  had  previously  sur¬ 
rendered  to  him  upwards  of  §25,000,  in  good  cash  notes;  that  the 
present  register  and  receiver  at  Columbus,  Mississippi,  acknowledged 
themselves  indebted  to  him  upwards  of  §5,000,  and  that  lie  had, 
in  the  name  of  Harris,  instituted  a  suit  for  one  half  of  the  town  of  Grand 
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Gulf,  which  was  under  mortgage  to  him  ;  from  which  it  is  anticipated 
$10,000  can  be  raised  ;  but  that,  without  the  latter  item,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  safe,  as  the  sureties  are  responsible  for  $30,000,  which  will 
cover  all  demands.  Balance  reduced  in  November,  1837,  to  the  sum 
of  $109,178  08. 

No.  49.  John  Brahan,  late  receiver,  &c. — On  the  24th  December, 

1835,  an  authenticated  transcript  of  Mr.  Brahan’s  account  was  transmit¬ 
ted  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  northern  district  of  Alabama,  with  in¬ 
structions  to  make  arrangements  with  the  parties  for  securing  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  claim,  &c.  Byrd  Brandon,  district  attorney,  by  letter  dated 
4th  May,  1830,  transmitted  to  this  office  copies  of  five  different  notes 
given  by  John  Kinkle,  Daniel  B.  Turner,  John  Blirins,  and  Wilson  C. 
Caruthers,  all  dated  Huntsville,  Alabama,  January  20, 1830,  for  $ 7,230  68 
each,  payable  to  the  United  States  or  order,  in  one,  two,  three,  four,  and 
five  years,  with  interest  from  date,  amounting  together  to  the  sum  of 
$36,153  40,  exclusive  of  interest,  &c.  On  the  6th  October,  1836,  the  dis¬ 
trict  attorney  was  requested  to  forward  to  this  office  the  original  notes, 
bonds,  or  other  securities,  received  by  him  from  Messrs.  Kinkle,  Ca¬ 
ruthers  &  Co.,  together  with  the  mortgage  deed,  or  deeds,  The  dis¬ 
trict  attorney,  by  letter  dated  20th  October,  1836,  enclosed  to  this  office 
the  five  original  notes  of  Kinkle  and  others,  for  $7,230  68  each,  together 
with  the  original  mortgage  executed  by  those  gentlemen,  and  duly  record¬ 
ed  according  to  the  laws  of  Alabama,  &c.  Enclosed  April  11,  1837,  to 
Edwin  R.  Wallace,  the  present  district  attorney,  the  first  note  of  Messrs. 
Kinkle,  Caruthers  and  others,  for  collection.  The  district  attorney  ad¬ 
vised,  by  letter  dated  April  19, 1837,  that  he  had  called  on  Messrs.  Tur¬ 
ner  and  Kinkle,  the  other  obligors  being  absent,  and  presented  the  first 
note  for  $7,230  68  for  payment ;  that  Mr.  Kinkle  informed  him,  when  he 
presented  the  note  for  payment,  that  the  United  States  was  largely  in  his 
debt,  and  that  therefore  he  had  made  no  preparation  for  its  payment, &e«. 
Instructed  the  district  attorney,  May  2,  1837,  to  institute  suit  against  all 
the  parties,  as  principals,  without  delay,  and  to  institute  proceedings  also 
for  the  foreclosure  of  the  mortgage  given  to  secure  the  payment ;  and  to 
prosecute  bo  h  with  all  the  expedition  allowed  by  law  and  rules  of 
court,  &c.  The  district  attorney,  by  letter  dated  May  20,  1837,  advises 
that  he  had  brought  an  action  of  debt  upon  the  first  note  of  Messrs.  Kinkle 
and  others,  and  that  he  had  also  filed  a  bill  for  the  foreclosure  of  the 
mortgage,  &c. 

No.  50.  Le  Roy  Pope,  trustee  of  John  Brahan,  &c. — Arrangements 
for  the  payment  of  this  claim,  without  suit,  in  one,  two,  three,  four,  and 
five  years,  with  interest  from  the  24th  March,  1834,  till  paid,  have  been 
made  by  the  district  attorney. 

No.  51.  John  Taylor,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  December  2, 
1S25,  for  $17,463  24.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements  up  to 
July,  1833,  to  $11,115  20.  Proceedings  suspended  from  time  to  time,  at 
the  request  of  the  Hon.  William  Smith,  administrator  and  surety  of  Tay¬ 
lor,  &c.  Verdict  and  judgment  for  William  Smith,  administrator,  at  May 
term,  1836.  Advised  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  June  23, 

1836,  that  judgment  was  rendered  at  May  term,  1836,  in  this  case,  in  fa¬ 
vor  of  the  defendants. 
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No.  52.  William  Taylor,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July  8, 
1829,  for  $40,570  75.  William  Taylor,  the  principal,  insolvent.  All  his 
property,  real  and  personal,  was  sold  under  a  deed  of  trust,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  United  States,  on  the  23d  March,  1830,  on  a  credit  of  one  and  two 
years,  with  interest  from  the  day  of  sale.  Proceeds  of  sale,  $13,717  5S, 
with  $1,543  03  for  interest,  collected  by  the  district  attorney  and  mar¬ 
shal,  and  deposited  by  them  at  sundry  times  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States.  Balance  reduced  by  subsequent  settlements  up  to 
June,  1837,  to  $23,168  18.  The  suit  against  David  B.  Mitchell,  the  only 
surety  of  Taylor,  in  the  penalty  of  $40,000,  is  still  pending  in  the  district 
of  Georgia.  The  district  attorney  has  been  called  on  for  his  report. 

No.  53.  H.  G.  Perry,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  July  8,1829, 
against  the  principal  and  his  sureties,  for  $6,074  81.  Judgment  at  May 
term,  1833,  against  Perry,  the  principal,  for  $5,218  27.  Execution  issued. 
Marshal’s  report,  u  no  property  to  satisfy  the  fi.  fa.”  On  the  30th  July, 
1834,  the  late  district  attorney  was  called  on  to  state  the  reason  why  a 
suit  or  suits  had  not  been  brought  against  the  sureties  of  Perry.  To  this 
letter  no  answer  was  ever  received.  On  the  5th  December,  1835,  John 
Forsyth,  jr.,  Esq.,  the  present  district  attorney,  was  written  to  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  and  furnished  with  an  authenticated  transcript  of  Perry’s  bond,  &c. 
Verdict  and  judgment  at  May  term,  1836,  in  favor  of  Joseph  Walker 
and  others,  sureties  of  Perry,  under  the  charge  of  the  court. 

No.  54.  Uriah  G.  Mitchell,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1837,  for  $54,626  55.  On  representations  made  to  this  office,  the 
district  attorney  was  authorized,  on  the  3d  October,  1837,  to  indulge  Mr. 
Mitchell  for  the  payment  of  this  claim,  on  the  following  conditions,  viz  : 
That  judgment  be  forthwith  confessed  of  record  in  the  district  court  of 
the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Mitchell,  in  favor  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
full  amount  of  the  debt,  with  interest ;  and  that  he  give  an  agreement  with 
additional  security,  ( if  necessary, )  for  the  payment  of  the  same,  with  in¬ 
terest  and  costs  of  suit,  in  two  equal  instalments  of  six  and  twelve  months 
from  the  date  of  the  judgment,  &e.  The  district  attorney,  by  letter  da¬ 
ted  October  17,  1837,  acknowledges  the  receipt  of  the  papers,  and  staled 
that  his  instructions  would  be  complied  with. 

No.  55.  John  Herbert,  late  receiver,  &c. — Suit  ordered  April  10, 
1827,  for  $6,124  93;  judgment  at  December  term,  1827,  for  $6,369  93, 
with  interest  from  the  10th  of  December,  1827,  till  paid.  Balance  re¬ 
duced  by  subsequent  settlements  up  to  October,  1836,  to  $2,444  24, 
subject  to  interest  from  the  29th  of  July,  1835,  the  date  of  last  payment. 
The  district  attorney  was  called  on,  October  28,  1837,  for  his  report  in 
this  case.  Report  not  yet  received. 

No.  56.  Andrev/  T.  Perry,  late  receiver,  &e. — Suit  ordered  April 
28,  1828,  against  the  principal  and  his  sureties,  in  the  southern  district  of 
Alabama,  for  $29,755  57.  The  district  attorney  of  Alabama  advised 
by  letter  dated  December  4,  1828,  that  Perry,  the  principal,  had  ab¬ 
sconded,  with  his  property,  to  the  State  of  Mississippi.  Judgment 
against  the  principal,  in  the  district  of  Mississippi,  at  April  term,  1829, 
for  $32,507  95.  On  the  2d  of  March,  1835,  the  district  attorney  of 
Mississippi  made  a  payment  of  $1,600,  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States,  on  account  of  the  judgment  against  Perry,  which  re- 
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duces  (he  former  balance  of  $29,755  57,  stated  to  be  due  from  him  to 
the  United  States,  to  the  sum  of  $28,155  57,  exclusive  of  interest.  The 
payment  of  this  last-mentioned  balance  may  be  considered  as  desperate  ; 
nothing  more  expected.  All  the  parties,  both  principal  and  sureties,  are 
represented  by  the  district  attorneys  of  Mississippi  and  Alabama  to  be 
hopelessly  insolvent. 

No.  57.  Richard  K.  Call,  late  receiver,  &e. — Never  reported  for  suit 

No,  58.  John  S.  Smith,  late  United  States  attorney,  Kentucky. — 
Never  reported  for  suit. 

No.  59.  Augustus  Jones,  late  United  States  marshal,  Missouri. — A 
distress  warrant  was  issued  in  this  case,  October  29,  1836,  for  the  recov¬ 
ery  of  $7,767  98.  The  marshal  of  Missouri,  by  letter  dated  June  24, 
1837,  advised  that  he  had  levied  on  real  estate  of  Mr.  Jones,  which 
he  believed  was  sufficient  to  discharge  the  amount  of  the  warrant.  In 
another  letter  from  the  marshal,  dated  September  12,  1837,  he  informed 
that  he  had  offered  for  sale  the  property  of  Mr.  Jones,  heretofore  levied 
on,  but  was  unable  to  effect  a  sale  lor  want  of  bidders,  &c.  That,  to  give 
gt eater  security  to  the  Government,  he  had  made  a  further  levy,  and 
caused  it  to  he  recorded,  &e.  Authorized  the  marshal,  October  3, 1837,  to 
postpone  the  sale  of  the  property  levied  on  under  the  several  levies,  for 
six  months  ;  provided,  in  his  opinion,  that  the  interests  of  the  United  States 
are  not  impaired  thereby. 


\ 

D. 


Statement  of  Balances  due  from  Banks  formerly  depositories  of  the  public  money, 
which  are  unavailable ,  and  have  been  so  reported  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  for  a  number  of  years. 


No. 

Name  ami  style  of  tlie  banks. 

Amount  due  per 

1  last  statement 
from  t!»e  Treas¬ 
ury. 

1 

Saline  Bank,  Virginia, 

- 

010,021  CO 

2 

Juniata  Bank,  Pennsylvania, 

- 

- 

3,200  00 

3 

Bank  of  Washington,  Pennsylvania,  - 

- 

- 

2,484  57 

4 

Cumberland  Bank  of  Alleghany, 

- 

- 

1,176  61 

5 

Bank  of  Somerset, 

- 

- 

55,273  4.1 

6 

Miami  Importing  and  Exporting  Company, 

- 

- 

8,791  00 

7 

Farmers  and  Mechanics’  Bank  of  Cincinnati, 

- 

- 

36,966  01 

S 

Bank  of  Vincennes, 

- 

- 

168,328  27 

9 

Bank  of  Missouri, 

- 

- 

113,552  22 

10 

Bank  of  Edvvardsvill(f, 

- 

- 

46,800  00 

11 

German  Bank  of  Wooster, 

- 

- 

39,364  00 

12 

Centre  Bank  of  Pennsylvania, 

- 

- 

8,928  48 

13 

Franklin  Bank  of  Alexandria, 

- 

- 

48,000  00 

14 

Bank  of  Columbia, 

- 

- 

215,287  61 

15 

Bank  of  Illinois,  Shawneetown, 

- 

- 

28,367  85 

16 

Farmers  and  Mechanics’  Bank  of  Indiana, 

- 

- 

23,325  60 

17 

Bank  of  Steubenville, 

- 

- 

134,086  38 

18 

Bank  of  Tombeckbee, 

- 

- 

83,910  64 

19. 

Bank  of  Nashville, 

- 

- 

6,267  00 

20 

Bank  of  Alexandria, 

- 

- 

21,200  30 

21 

Bath  Bank  of  Maine, 

- 

- 

20,623  05 
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Balances  due  from  former  Deposite  Banks. 

No.  1.  Saline  Bank,  Va. — Suit  was  instituted  in  this  case  xlugust  31, 
1820,  and  the  prospect  of  recovering  the  amount  from  the  bank  being 
hopeless,  the  district  attorney  brought  a  suit  in  chancery,  in  the  spring 
of  1325,  against  the  stockholders.  The  court  decided,  at  the  fall  term 
of  1825,  that  the  stockholders  were  not  liable  for  the  debt.  An  appeal 
was  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  which  decided, 
at  January  term,  1828,  against  the  right  of  the  United  States.  The 
debt  is  considered  hopelessly  lost. 

No.  2.  Juniata  Bank  of  Pennsylvania.- — This  bank  stopped  pay¬ 
ment  in  1817.  It  has  never  been  reported  for  suit,  and  the  Solicitor  of 
the  Treasury  has  no  information  respecting  the  present  condition  of  the 
debt,  or  the  prospect  of  collection. 

No.  3.  Bank  of  Washington,  Pa. — This  bank  failed  in  1817,  and 
assigned  to  the  United  States  sundry  notes  and  judgments  to  secure  the 
payment  of  the  debt.  Suits  were  instituted,  and  there  has  been  col¬ 
lected  a  sum  believed  to  be  very  nearly  equal  to  the  whole  balance  due 
from  the  bank.  The  accounts  are  now  in  the  course  of  adjustment  by 
the  Comptroller. 

No.  4.  Cumberland  Bane  of  Alleghany. — In  this  case  suit  was 
instituted,  and  judgment  recovered  at  November  term,  1836,  United 
States  bircuit  court,  Maryland  district,  for  $548  62,  which  has  been  col¬ 
lected  and  paid  into  the  Treasury. 

No.  5.  Bank  of  Somerset,  Md. — On  the  15th  of  July,  1820,  an 
agreement  was  entered  into  between  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  the  president  and  directors  of  this  bank, 
by  which  the  latter  entered  into  bond  to  pay  the  principal  of  this  debt 
on  or  before  the  expiration  of  five  years.  The  bond  not  being  paid  at 
maturity,  the  late  agent  of  the  Treasury,  on  the  27th  January,  1826, 
directed  the  district  attorney  of  Maryland  to  institute  suit  against  the 
parties.  The  suit  was  tried  in  July,  1830,  in  the  circuit  court  of  the 
United  States;  and  the  court  being  divided  in  opinion,  the  case  was 
sent  up  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  The  Supreme 
Court  remanded  it  to  the  circuit  court,  and  it  is  still  undecided. 

Suits  were  also  instituted  against  sundry  persons,  as  garnishees  of  the 
bank,  from  whom  there  has  been  recovered  by  the  district  attorney,  and 
paid  to  th'e  United  States  at  sundry  times,  the  sum  of  $6,24S  15,  and 
the  district  attorney,  in  his  report  for  November  term,  1837,  states  that 
there  still  remains  a  few  more  cases  awaiting  the  report  of  the  ac¬ 
countant.. 


No.  6.  Miami  Importing  and  Exporting  Company. — In  this  case 
the  bank  claimed  from  the  United  States  a  greater  sum  than  the  bal¬ 
ance  against  it.  The  suit  brought  was  tried  at  June  term,  1825,  and 
the  court  allowed  a  credit  of  $5,417  41,  and  judgment  was  rendered 
for  $3,373  59.  Exceptions  were  taken,  but  no  appeal  prosecuted. 
The  judgment  was  revived  January  2,  1837,  but  proceedings  suspended, 
to  afiord  the  parties  time  to  petition  Congress  for  relief. 


No.  7.  Farmers  ap,td 
case  the  district  attorney 


Mechanics’  Bank  of  Cincinnati. — In  this 
of  Ohio  was  instructed  to  institute  suits,  in  the 
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State  courts  of  Ohio,  against  the  stockholders  of  this  bank ;  but  no  re¬ 
port  has  been  received  which  enables  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  to 
say  what  amount,  or  whether  any  portion  of  the  debt  may  ultimately  be 
recovered. 

No.  8.  Bank  of  Vincennes. — In  the  year  1821  an  arrangement  was 
made  by  the  honorable  J.  B.  Thomas,  under  authority  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  with  this  bank,  for  the  security  of  this  debt,  by  which 
sundry  tracts  and  lots  of  land,  and  other  securities,  were  vested  in 
trustees,  to  be  sold  for  its  payment.  In  March,  1830,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  was  advised  by  the  district  attorney  that  the  debt  would 
be  nearly  all  lost.  On  the  3d  of  September,  1830,  the  district  attorney 
was  instructed  to  institute  suit  against  the  bank,  and  to  sell  all  the  trust 
property.  One  of  the  tracts  of  land  was  sold  in  1831  to  William  H. 
Neilson,for  $6,000,  payable  in  six  annual  instalments,  and  the  remainder 
of  the  trust  property  was  sold  at  public  auction  for  $2,650  40  ;  and  on  the 
14th  of  January,  1833,  the  district  attorney  reported  that  the  above  two 
sums  were  all  that  he  expected  to  realize  in  this  case,  the  bank  being 
hopelessly  insolvent.  On  the  16th  July,  1834,  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  wrote  to  the  district  attorney,  enclosing  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  relation  to  a  suspected  abstraction  of  the 
funds  of  the  bank,  previous  to  its  failure,  to  avoid  the  claims  of  cred¬ 
itors,  instructing  him  to  inquire  into  the  matter;  and  if  there  should  ap¬ 
pear  a  probability  of  establishing  the  fact,  to  engage  the  services  of  Mr. 
Dewey,  as  associate  counsel,  in  any  legal  proceedings  that  might  be 
necessary.  On  the  24th  of  March,  1835,  the  district  attorney  answered 
that  he  had  conferred  with  Mr.  Dewey  on  the  subject,  who,  perceiving 
no  means  of  developing  any  thing  important  in  the  case,  declined  en¬ 
gaging  in  it. 

No.  9.  Bank  of  Missouri. — This  bank  failed  in  1821.  In  1823  its 
directors  assigned  and  transferred  to  the  United  States,  for  the  security’ 
and  ultimate  payment  of  this  debt,  notes,  bonds,  judgments,  and  real  es- 
estate,  due  and  belonging  to  it,  amounting,  in  the  aggregate,  to 
$189,237  19.  To  collect  these  debts,  and  apply  the  proceeds  to  the 
payment  of  this  debt,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  appointed  George 
F.  Strother,  Esq.,  special  agent,  and  placed  in  his  hands  the  evidences 
of  debt  for  collection,  and  for  which  he  receipted,  January,  20.  1823. 
It  also  appears  that  the  Bank  of  Missouri  placed  in  his  hands,  to  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  payment  of  this  debt,  $5,466  50,  in  Missouri  loan  office 
money,  $4,539  94,  in  Auditor’s  warrants,  and  $5,000  in  Illinois  State 
Bank  paper,  amounting  together  to  $15,006  44.  It  also  appears  that 
Mr.  Strother  entered  upon  the  duties  of  his  agency  soon  after*;  brought 
many  suits,  and  recovered  some  judgments,  foreclosed  mortgages,  caused 
executions  to  be  issued  and  levied  on  real  estate,  &c.,  and  the  property 
sold  ;  most  of  which  he  bought  in  as  agent  of  the  United  States.  In 
1830  Mr.  Strother  surrendered  the  agency,  and  was  succeeded,  first  by 
Messrs.  George  Shannon,  Benjamin  O’Fallon,  and  A.  S.  Maginis;  then 
by  A.  S.  Jones,  and,  finally,  by  A.  S.  Maginis,  the  present  district  at¬ 
torney  of  Missouri — all  of  whom  were  specially  and  fully  instructed  to 
use  every  energy  possible  to  bring  the  business  to  a  close,  and  also  to 
settle  the  account  of  Mr.  Strother  as  agent,  who  was  requested  to  de- 
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liver  all  papers  relating  to  the  business  to  them,  and  make  full  report  of 
all  his  proceedings  as  agent,  and  of  the  state  in  which  he  left  each  par¬ 
ticular  case.  The  business,  however,  still  remains  unsettled.  From 
a  partial  report,  received  from  the  present  attorney  and  agent,  dated 
May  7,  1837,  it  appears  that  Mr.  Strother  purchased,  as  agent  of  the 
united  States,  at  sales  under  execution,  sundry  lots  and  tracts  of 
land,  on  account  of  these  debts,  for  which  he  bid  the  aggregate  sum  of 
$12,825  35,  for  which  the  Bank  of  Missouri  is  entitled  ^credit.  It 
also  appears  that  he  took  deeds  for  the  property  thus  purchased,  and  de¬ 
livered  the  same  to  his  successors.  These  lands  have  been  subsequent¬ 
ly  sold,  by  direction  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  at  public  auction 
tor  the  sum  of  $22,500;  all  of  which  has  been  collected,  and  $17  500 
paid  into  the  Treasury;  the  remaining  $5,000  is  in  the  hands  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  agent.  It  also  appears  that  there  has  been  collected,  at  various 
times,  and  paid  into  the  Treasury,  on  account  of  these  debts,  the  further 
sum  of  $18,228  SO,  for  which  the  bank  is  to  be  credited.  Further  col- 
ections  are  expected,  but  no  estimate  can  be  made  of  the  amount.  The 
attorney  and  agent,  now  having  the  business  in  charge,  is  fully  instruct¬ 
ed  to  push  the  business  to  a  close  with  all  possible  vigor. 

No.  10.  Bank  of  Edwardsville. — This  bank  failed  in  1821  Suit 
was  brought  against  it  in  the  United  States  district  court  of  Illinois,  in 

SoJof’  *nLd  judgment  was  recovered  at  June  term,  1824,  for 
$05, 44^  8b.  The  district  attorney  reported  to  the  agent  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury,  that  the  district  judge  had  decided  that  no  process,  either  original 
or  final,  could  issue  until  Congress  should  pass  a  Jaw  on  the  subject  or 
the  Supreme  Court  should  make  a  rule  authorizing  it ;  and  that  no  steps 
had,  in  consequence,  been  taken  to  collect  the  judgment.  A  suit  in 
chancery  was  also  instituted  in  1827,  against  the  trustees  of  this  bank  to 
whom  had  been  assigned  all  its  property,  debts,  &c.,  with  a  view  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  disclosure  from  the  trustees,  as  well  as  the  president  and  direct¬ 
ors  of  all  their  notes,  mortgages,  lands,  goods,  chattels,  and  money, 
and  claiming  a  priority  of  the  United  States  over  other  creditors— the 
it  pne»t  agamrt  the  bank  being  for  money  deposited  therein  by  the 
United  States.  In  1830  the  district  attorney  reported  that  the  defend- 
an  s  had  all  answered  ;  that  their  answers  were  excepted  to,  and  were 
reterred  to  a  master  in  chancery.  In  the  year  1829  an  execution  issued 
i  J^gment  at  law  against  the  bank,  under  which  the  banking-house 
anc  sundry  lots  of  land  were  sold  by  the  marshal  for  $1,189  29;  and 

ilnia'Sha;returne(1)  “  no  more  property  found.”  On  the  6th  March, 
1?°' Z  th®  dlst^ct  attorney  reported  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  that 
nS  °  wei’e  ah  insolvent,  and  there  was  no  prospect 

?LCo°  erCVin§  lny  .thing  further  on  the  judgment.  At  December  term, 

5,  ol  the  district  court,  a  receiver  was  appointed,  and  the  trustees 
enjoined  from  proceeding  further  under  the  assignment  to  them.  In  the 
years  1834,  1835,  and  1836,  the  district  attorney  reported  that  the  re¬ 
ceiver  was  using  his  exertions  to  make  collections,  but  with  little  pros- 

Pf.f  n  success’  ^hat  the  chancery  suit  was  still  pending,  but  he  had 
little  hope  of  making  any  thing  out  of  it. 

No.  11.  German  Bank  of  Wooster. — Suit  was  instituted  in  this 
^ase,  August  19,  1820.  The  district  attorney  made  an  arrangement 
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with  the  bank,  September  1,  1821,  by  which  judgments  in  favor  of  the 
bank,  against  various  debtors  to  it,  were  assigned  to  the  United  States, 
amounting  to  $24,037  8!,  to  be  paid,  one-sixth  in  two  years  from  the 
date  of  the  transfer,  and  one-sixth  annuaily  thereafter.  Judgment  was 
also  obtained  against  the  bank  for  $14,756  66,  with  interest  from  the 
11th  September,  1821.  Of  the  judgments  assigned  to  the  United  States 
there  has  been  collected  and  paid  into  the  Treasury  the  sum  of 
$4,850  69,  and  the  sum  of  $304  22  on  account  of  the  judgment  against 
the  bank.  In  January,  1827,  the  marshal  reported  that,  of  the  judgments 
assigned  to  the  United  States,  above  referred  to,  the  sum  of  $12,o07  66 
was  due  from  persons  believed  to  be  insolvent,  and  was  considered  as 
lost.  It  also  appears,  from  original  receipts  of  Joseph  S.  Benham,  then 
district  attorney,  forwarded  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  that  tne 
further  sum  of  $3,336  32  was  collected  by  him  on  account  of  these  as¬ 
signed  judgments,  and  not  paid  over  to  the  United  States.  Suit  was  institu¬ 
ted  against  him  on  the  3d  February,  1835,  and  judgment  recovered  and 
execution  issued,  but  the  marshal  returned,  u  no  property  found.”  1  he 
district  attorney  reported  to*  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  on  the  11th 


June,  1832,  that  there  was  no  prospect  of  collecting  any  thmg  lurtn= 


upon  the  judgment  against  the  bank,  or  on  account  of  the  judgments  as¬ 
signed.  A  negotiation  is  now  pending  for  a  compromise,  under  the  act 
of  the  3d  March,  1837,  but  what  the  result  will  be  is  not  yet  known. 

No.  12.  Centre  Bank  of  Pennsylvania. —  This  bank  stopped  pay¬ 
ment  in  1823.  On  the  26th  March,  1826,  it  executed  bond  to  the  Uni¬ 
ted  States  for  $10,901  45;  and  on  the  30th  June,  1826,  paid  $1,000.  They, 
also  assigned  to  the  United  States  the  bond  of  John  Norris,  dated  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1821,  for  $11,500;  the  payment  of  which  was  secured  by 
mortgage  on  real  estate,  from  John  Norris  and  James  Cnisweil.  4  hese 
papers  were  forwarded  by  the  Solicitor  ol  the  Treasury  to  the  United 
States  attorney  for  the  western  district  oi  Pennsylvania,  July  25,  1336, 
with  instructions  to  proceed  to  collect  the  amount  as  speedily  as  possi¬ 
ble.  The  parties  are  represented  to  be  good.  No  report  yet  received. 

No.  13.  Franklin  Bank  of  Alexandria. — This  bank  failed  in  182o, 


and  it  appears  that  suit  was  brought  against  the  stockholders  of  the  bank 


in  the  year  1325,  on  an  assignment  of  debts,  by  the  directors  ol  the  bank, 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  which  was  decided  at  May  term  1834, 
in  favor  of  the  defendants.  The  district  attorney,  in  his  report  for  Oc¬ 
tober  term,  1834,  states  that,  the  court  having  decided  that  a  joint  suit 
against  persons  owing  separate  debts  could  not  be  maintained,  he  had 
brought  separate  suits  against  such  of  the  debtors  oi  the  bank  as  weie 
supposed  to  be  solvent ;  which  suits  are  still  pending.  $558  35  has  been 
collected  and  paid  into  the  Treasury. 

No.  14.  Bank  of  Columbia.— This  bank  stopped  payment  in  1824 
It  appears  that,  in  April  of  that  year,  the  debt  due  to  the  United  States 
was  liquidated,  and  then  amounted  to  $2S4,S70  70  ;  and  that  the  saic 
bank  was  at  the  same  time  indebted  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
about  the  same  sum  ;  and  that  in  discharge  of  these  debts,  notes  discount¬ 
ed  for  individuals  by  the  Bank  of  Columbia,  sundry  book  accounts,  bon  ® 
mortgages,  and  real  estate,  amounting  together,  as  stated,  to  about  $600,000 
were  assigned  and  transferred  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  to  be  man 
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aged,  and  the  proceeds  collected,  and  the  receipts  on  account  of  them 
divided  between  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  and  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States.  It  appears  that  there  has  been  collected  on  account  of 
this  debt,  since  the  Bank  cf  Columbia  failed,  the  sum  of  $69,5S3  09, 
leaving  still  due  $215,287  61.  This  debt  was  never  reported  for  suit, 
and  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  is  in  possession  of  no  information  in  re¬ 
gard  to  it,  except  what  is  found  in  the  reports  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  Congress,  dated  March  8, 1830,  December  12,  1834,  and  De¬ 
cember  27,  1834  ;  to  which  reference  is  made  for  detailed  information  in 
regard  to  it. 

No.  15.  Bank  of  Illinois,  at  Shawneetown. — This  bank  stopped  pay¬ 
ment  in  1825.  It  appears  from  the  correspondence  in  the  Solicitor’s  of¬ 
fice,  in  this  case,  (which  is  very  voluminous, )  that,  in  1828,  the  bank  made 
an  assignment  to  Sydney  Breeze,  then  district  attorney,  of  debts  due  the 
bank  to  a  large  amount ;  and  that  Mr.  Breeze,  upon  giving  up  the  office  of 
district  attorney,  transferred  this  assignment  to  his  successor,  D.  J.  Ba¬ 
ker,  Esq.,  the  present  district  attorney.  Beth  these  officers  were  in¬ 
structed  by  various  letters,  both  from  the  Secretary  and  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury,  to  use  due  diligence  and  energy  in  collecting  the  debts  thus  as¬ 
signed  ;  and  from  a  report  made  by  the  present  district  attorney,  dated  April 
23,  1836,  it  appears  that,  up  to  that  date,  of  the  debts  thus  assigned,  collec¬ 
tions  had  been  made  to  the  amount  of  $25,173  16;  that  there  yet  re¬ 
mained  to  be  collected  about  $2,000  of  good  debts;  and  that  there  remains 
about  $16,000  of  bad  and  doubtful  debts,  on  which  no  certain  calcula¬ 
tion  can  be  made.  On  the  3d  of  June,  1836,  the  president  of  the  bank 
wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  requesting  that  instructions 
might  be  given  to  the  district  attorney,  to  push  with  energy 'the  collec¬ 
tion  of  all  the  debts  embraced  in  the  assignment  which  were  good,  and 
that  authority  might  be  given  to  compromise  the  bad  debts  ;  and  enga¬ 
ging  that,  as  soon  as  this  was  closed  by  the  district  attorney,  the  bank, 
which  had  then  recently  been  revived,  would  pay  over  or  secure  what¬ 
ever  balance  remained,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Govennment.  The  de¬ 
sired  instructions  were  given  to  the  district  attorney  by  the  Solicitor  of 
the  Treasury,  in  a  letter  dated  June  3,  1836.  No  final  report  has  been 
received. 

No.  16.  Farmers  and  Mechanics’  Bank,  of  Indiana. — under  the 
authority  of  an  act  of  Congress,  passed  July  9,  1832,  this  debt  has  been 
compromised  ;  the  amount  to  be  paid  in  three  annual  instalments  of 
$10,561  30  each,  with  interest  from  the  15th  March,  1833.  Two  of  the 
instalments  have  been  paid,  and  the  district  attorney  reports  that  the 
other,  though  not  paid  at  maturity,  in  consequence  of  the  difficulty  of  the 
times,  is  well  secured,  and  he  apprehends  no  difficulty  in  its  collection. 

No.  17.  Bank  of  Steubenville. — This  bank  stopped  payment  in 
1825,  and  in  that  year  an  agreement  was  made  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  by  which  the  bank  confessed  judgment  for  $170,000,  and  gave 
its  note  for  the  amount,  payable  the  1st  January,  1827,  with  interest. 
And  B.  Wells  &  Co.,  debtors  to  said  bank,  also  confessed  judgment  for 
$120,000,  and  gave  their  two  notes  for  $60,000  each  to  the  United 
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States  one  payable  1st  January,  1830,  and  the  other  31st  December, 
1830  each  beaming  interest  from  1st  January,  1827;  the  interest  to  be 
iaid  ’1st  January, g1828,  and  annually  thereafter.  The  parties  having 
failed  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  this  arrangement,  executions  issu  1 
e  judgments!  both  against  the  bank  and  Wells  &  Co,  which  were 
levied  by  the  marshal  on  real  estate.  In  July,  1831,  the  marshal  sold 
real  estate  belonging  to  the  bank  for  $6,223  32  ;  and  in  Dec^jber  re¬ 
turned,  “no  goods,  no  chattels,  lands,  or  tenements,  so  far  as  lelates  to 

theinbJuly  1831,  the  marshal  also  made  sale  of  property  of  Wells  &  Co. 
to  the  amount  of  $27,030  1 1 .  Bills  in  chancery  were  also  filed  against 
Wells  &  Co,  to  subject  property  to  the  payment  ol  their  debt  to  the  0  mted 
States,  whicii  it  was  be&eved  had  been  assigned  to  other  creditors  w,  h 
a  view  to  avoid  payment  of  the  debt  to  the  United  States.  Suits  we  e 
also  brought  against  sundry  debtors  to  the  bank  as  garnishees,  u 
both  these  attempts  the  court  decided  against  the  right  of  the  United 
States  to  recover.  The  whole  amount  collected  and  paid  into  the 

Treasury  on  account  of  this  debt  is  $38,295  13. 

A.  general  proposition  for  compromise  has  been  made,  under  the  act  of 
3d  March,  1837,  which  is  now  under  consideration,  but  the  result  is  not 

No.  18.  Tombeckbee  Bank.-SuU  was  instituted  in This case .July  21 
1827  •  and  in  December  following  a  transfer  was  made  by  the  bal  y  01 

notes’discounted,  bonds,  judgments,  &c,  to  a  large  amount,  to  the  United 

St-'tes-  in  consequence  of  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  >nst‘u^' 
e£  he’district  attorney  to  suspend  legal  proceedings ;  and  upon  the  debts 
thu^  assigned  being  secured  to  his  satisfaction,  to  grant  indulgence 
the  parties'1  of  one,  two,  three,  and  four  years.  Henry  Hitchcock,  hsquire, 
thpn  district  attorney,  was  appointed  special  agent  to  carry  this  ariarye 
ment  into  eiffct7andy’aU  the  notes,  bonds,  &c,  embraced  by  the  assign- 
men  were  placed  in  his  hands  for  collection.  He  has  been  from  time 
to  time  instructed  by  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  to  proceed  with  dil  - 
lence  and  energy  in  their  collection,  and  has,  in  pursuance  of  them  coU 
f  nnd  naid  over  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of  $117,9S7  90.  A 
aree  amount  of  these  debts  still  remains  uncollected  ;  but  the  reports so 
dm -went  and  attorney  do  not  enable  me  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the 
amount  which  will  probably  be  collected.  The  district  attorney  has  been 
Requested  to  obtain  from  Mr.  Hitchcock  a  full  and  detailed  exhibit  of  all 
.  •  _ i: — ^  tViic  which,  in  a  letter  dated  July  1,  183/,  to  t  e 


““  to  « »  V whiSb,  in  a  letter  dated  July  1,1837  to  the 

district  attorney,  forwarded  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury ,  he  states  h 

will  prepare  as^speedily  as  practicable,  but  that  it  will  occupy  him  some 
two  months  in  the  preparation. 

~  1Q  r.nk  of  Nvshviixe.— This  bank  stopped  payment  in  1828, 

anSuit  wafh.  ought  against  it  October  1,1830,  and  judgment  recovered  m 

the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  western  district  of  Tennes- 

o^i  oft  ift^l  fnr  <fc7  270  05.  The  district  attorney  has  collect- 
see,  September  28,  1831,  loi  $  ,  ,  t  £05  86  •  and  reports 

v»  i  ft-^ft  •  that  they  wTill  beyond  doubt  be  paid,  an 
ife’Sance  She  United  States  on  account  of  this  debt. 


I 
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No.  20.  Bank  of  Alexandria. — This  bank  failed  in  1834.  Suit 
was  instituted  for  the  recovery  of  the  balance  due  from  it  April  18, 1834  ; 
since  which  time  the  district  attorney  has  collected  and  paid  into  the  - 
Treasury  on  account  of  this  debt  $14,257  ;  and  it  is  supposed  that  the 
remainder  is  secured. 

No.  21.  Bath  Bank  of  Maine. — This  bank  failed  in  1831.  Suit 
was  brought  against  it  on  the  13th  April,  1831,  and  judgment  recovered 
against  the  bank  , and  its  trustees  on  the  3d  of  September,  1834,  for 
$26,190  56.  Proceedings  were  also  instituted  against  sundry  debtors  to 
said  bank,  as  garnishees.  Since  the  rendition  of  the  judgment  the  district 
attorney  has  collected  and  paid  into  the  Treasury  on  account  of  this  debt 
$3,103  55.  Execution  issued  on  the  judgment,  and  was  levied  on  real 
estate,  which  was  set-off  to  the  United  States,  under  the  laws  of  Maine, 
by  valuation,  as  the  sum  of  $10,925;  and  the  remainder  of  the  debt  is 
reported  by  the  district  attorney  as  satisfactorily  secured. 


% 


4 


Statement  of  Balances  due  from  Banks  which  have  failed  to  comply  with  the  requisitions  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury ,  made  in  conformity  with  the  1st  section  of  the  act  of  the  lQth  October ,  1837 ,  providing  for  the  adjustment 
of  the  remaining  claims  upon  the  late  deposite  banks. 
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Balances  due  from  late  Deposite  Banks. 

No.  1.  Farmers  and  Mechanics’  Bank  of  Detroit. — On  the  3d  of 
.November,  1S37,  the  cashier  of  this  bank  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  that  the  bank  was  anxious  to  pay  the  balance  due  the  United 
States  with  as  little  delay  as  possible  ;  but  was  unable  to  engage  that  the 
drafts  of  the  Government  should  be  paid  in  legal  currency  on  presenta¬ 
tion,  and  expressed  a  willingness  to  enter  into  bond,  under  the  aet  of 
the  16th  of  October  last,  for  its  payment,  with  interest,  as  required  by 
said  act.  This  letter  was  referred  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  who, 
on  the  11th  of  November,  wrote  to  D.  Goodwin,  Esq.,  United  States  at¬ 
torney  for  the  district  of  Michigan,  enclosing  the  form  of  a  bond  to  be 
executed  by  said  bank,  under  the  act  above  referred  to,  with  instructions 
to  present  it  to  the  bank,  and  directing  him  when  jt  should  be  returned 
to  him  duly  executed,  with  such  sureties  as  he  should  deem  sufficient  for 
the  ultimate  payment  of  the  debt,  to  return  it  forthwith  to  his  office. 

No.  2.  Bank  of  Michigan. — The  president  of  this  bank  w  rote  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  under  date  of  31st  of  October,  1837,  stating 
that  the  bank  would  pay  the  balance  due  to  disbursing  officers,  to  their 
satisfaction  ;  but  expressed  a  wish  to  avail  itself  of  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  the  16th  of  October  in  regard  to  the  payment  of  the  balance  due 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  On  the  11th  of  November,  the  So¬ 
licitor  of  the  Treasury  forwarded  to  the  district  attorney  the  form  of  a 
bond  to  be  executed  by  the  bank,  with  instructions  as  in  the  preceding 
case. 

.  *  - 

No.  3.  .The  Union  Bank  of  Tennessee. — The  president  of  this 
hank  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  under  date  of  the  7th  of 
November,  that  the  bank  wished  to  reduce  its  debt  to  the  United  States 
to  the  sum  of  $  100,000,  by  paying  the  drafts  of  the  Treasurer  and  other 
public  officers,  for  whatever  it  ow7ed  over  that  sum,  and  to  avail  itself  of 
the  act  of  the  16th  of  October  in  regard  to  the  balance.  The  form  of  a 
bond,  with  the  necessary  instructions  for  its  execution,  wTere  accordingly 
transmitted  to  the  district  attorney  at  Nashville,  by  the  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury,  on  the  14th  of  November.  The  district  attorney  returned  the 
bond,  duly  executed,  in  a  letter  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  dated 
the  6th  of  December  ;  but  an  error  having  been  committed  in  the  sum  for 
which  it  w  as  taken,  it  w7as  sent  back  to  him  on  the  19th  of  December, 
with  instructions  to  have  a  new  bond  executed  for  the  true  amount  due. 

No.  4.  Bank  of  Wooster. — In  a  letter  dated  the  1st  of  November, 
1837,  the  president  of  this  bank  notified  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
that  it  declined  paying  the  drafts  of  the  Government  for  the  balance  due 
from  it  as  required,  on  presentation,  but  were  ready  to  execute  bond, 
with  satislactory  security,  in  conformity  with  the  act  of  the  16th  of  Octo¬ 
ber,  1837.  On  the  14th  of  November,  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  for¬ 
warded  the  form  of  a  bond,  with  instructions  as  to  its  execution,  to  the 
district  attorney  of  Ohio,  who,  in  a  letter  dated  December  7th,  returned 
the  bond,  duly  executed  by  the  bank,  which  was  delivered  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  12th  of  December,  1S37. 

No.  5.  Planters’  Bank  of  Tennessee. — In  a  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  dated  November  9th,  1837,  the  president  of  this  bank 
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expressed  a  willingness,  on  the  part  of  the  bank,  to  execute  bond,  under 
the  act  of  the  16th  of  October,  for  the  balance  due  from  it  to  the  United 
States,  or  to  pay,  from  time  to  time,  drafts  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  disbursing  officers,  for  amounts  that  would  not  be  op¬ 
pressive,  and  thus  extinguish  gradually  tho  debt.  On  the  18th  of  No¬ 
vember  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  forwarded  to  the  district  attorney 
the  form  of  a  bond,  with  instructions  as  to  its  execution,  as  in  the  other 
cases. 

/ 

No.  6;  Agricultural  Bank  of  Mississippi. — The  cashier  of  this 
bank,  in  a  letter  dated  November  9th,  advised  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  desire  of  the  bank  to  pay  the  balance  due  from  it  to  the 
United  States,  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  the  16th  of  Oc¬ 
tober,  1837  ;  and  the  necessary  form  of  a  bond,  and  instructions  as  to  its 
execution,  were  transmitted  by  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  to  the  dis¬ 
trict  attorney  at  Natchez,  on  the  30th  of  November,  1837. 

No.  7.  Planters’  Bank  of  Mississippi. — The  same  proceedings  have 
taken  place  in  this  as  in  thev  preceding  case.  The  letter  from  the  bank 
to  the  Secretary  is  dated  the  25th  of  November,  1837,  and  the  form  of  a 
bond,  and  instructions  to  the  district  attorney  as  to  its  execution,  were 
transmitted  by  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  on  the  12th  of  December, 
1 837. 

No.  8.  Branch  of  the  Bank  of  the  State  of  Alabama  at  Mobile, 
The  same  proceedings  have  taken  place  in  this  as  in  the  preceding  case* 
The  letter  from  the  bank  is  dated  the  16th  of  November,  1837,  and  the 
form  of  a  bond,  and  instructions  for  its  execution  to  the  district  attorney 
at  Mobile,  were  transmitted  by  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  on  the  30th 
November,  1837. 

No.  9.  Franklin  Bank  of  Cincinnati. — On  the  23d  of  December, 
1837,  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  advised  the  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury  that  a  transfer  draft  on  this  bank,  for  $25,000,  due  and  payable 
in  New  York  on  the  20th  of  December,  had  been  returned  to  that  office 
unpaid.  Inconsequence  thereof,  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  transmit¬ 
ted  to  the  district  attorney  of  Ohio,  on  the  26th  of  December,  the  form 
of  a  bond,  and  instructions  as  to  its  execution,  as  in  the  other  cases. 

No.  10.  Bank  of  Kentucky.— In  this,  as  in  the  preceding  case,  a 
transfer  draft  for  $25,000,  due  and  payable  in  New  York  on  the  20th  of 
December,  was  returned  to  the  Treasury  unpaid,  and  the  form  of  a  bond, 
and  instructions  for  its  execution,  were  transmitted  by  the  Solicitor  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  district  attorney  of  Kentucky  on  the  26th  of  De¬ 
cember,  1837. 

This  bank  has  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
bonds  of  the  State  of  Kentucky  for  8500,000,  as  collateral  security  for 
the  payment  of  this  debt.  It  has  also,  in  a  letter  from  its  president, 
dated  the  26th  of  December,  expressed  its  readiness  to  execute  its  bond 
in  addition,  pursuant  to  the  act  of  the  16th  of  October,  1837. 

No.  11.  Commercial  Bank  of  Buffalo. — This  bank  having  failed 
to  meet  the  drafts  of  the  Department,  the  form  of  a  bond,  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act  of  the  16th  of  October,  1837,  with  instructions  as  to  its 
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execution,  were  forwarded  to  the  district  attorney  on  the  1st  of  No¬ 
vember,  1837. 

No.  12.  Franklin  Bank  of  Boston. — Rumors  unfavorable  to  the 
credit  of  this  bank  having  reached  the  Department,  by  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  a  transcript  of  the  account  of  this  bank,  show¬ 
ing  a  balance  due  from  it  to  the  United  States  of  $17,469  60,  together 
with  a  copy  of  its  bond  as  a  depository,  were  transmitted  to  the  district 
attorney,  with  instructions  to  demand  payment  of  the  balance  due,* or 
that  it  be  secured  to  his  satisfaction  ;  and,  in  case  of  failure,  to  institute 
such  proceedings,  both  against  the  bank  and  its  sureties,  as  the  interests 
of  the  United  States  might  require. 
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G. 

Office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury, 

November  20,  1837. 

Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  16th  October,  enclosing  a  copy  of  a  resolution  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  passed  on  the  12th  of  October,  and  request¬ 
ing  a  report  from  this  office  on  the  first  branch  of  said  resolutions,  and  in¬ 
formation  as  to  the  length  of  time  required  to  give  the  correspondence 
called  for  in  the  last  branch,  so  far  as  it  is  to  be  obtained  from  this  office, 
was  duly  received. 

In  compliance  with  your  request,  I  have  the  honor  to  report,  in  regard 
to  the  first  branch  of  the  resolution,  that  the  records  of  this  office  afford 
information  only  of  “  receivers,  collectors,  or  depositories  of  the  public 
money,”  whose  accounts  have  been  reported  by  the  accounting  officers  of 
the  Treasury  to  this  office  for  suit.  A  full  list  of  these  officers  in  default, 
from  the  foundation  of  the  Government,  which  I  understand  to  be  called 
for  by  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  can  only  be  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  accounting  officers  by  whom  the  accounts  have  been  set¬ 
tled  and  adjusted.  As  it  is  impossible,  therefore,  for  me  to  furnish  a 
full  answer  to  this  branch  of  the  resolution,  suits  not  having  in  all  cases 
beea  instituted,  and  as  the  partial  list  which  this  office  could  furnish 
would  all  be  necessarily  embraced  in  the  full  report  from  the  other  offices, 

I  have  not  thought  it  necessary  to  direct  it  to  be  made  out.  I  have  con¬ 
sidered  this  the  more  unnecessary,  as  I  learn  from  the  Comptroller  that  the 
accounting  officers  are  now  preparing  this  full  list ;  and  that  he  intends 
to  refer  it  to  this  office  as  soon  as  he  receives  it,  when  all  the  information 
in  my  possession,  in  regard  to  “the  security,  if  any,  and  how  much  has 
been,  or  will  likely  be,  lost,”  can,  in  a  short  time,  be  added  in  each 
case  by  marginal  notes,  or  remarks  in  a  column  in  the  schedule,  which  I 
learn  will  be  left  for  that  Special  purpose. 

With  respect  to  the  second  branch  of  the  resolution  I  have  to  state 
that,  as  to  the  length  of  time  required  to  give  the  correspondence  called 
for,  it  is  impossible  to  speak  with  certainty.  If  by  “receivers,  collectors, 
or  depositories  of  the  public  money,”  only  officers,  properly  so  called, 
are  meant,  viz:  receivers  of  land  offices,  collectors  of  customs,  and 
banks  of  deposite,  it  is  supposed  that  three  clerks,  one  to  select  and  ar¬ 
range  from  the  files  and  record  books  of  the  office  the  correspondence  in 
each  case,  as  far  back  as  the  1st  January,  1834,  and  two  clerks  to  copy  it, 
could  complete  it  in  three  months.  But  if  the  resolution  is  understood 
to  comprehend  all  persons  into  whose  hands  public  moneys  may  have 
come,  who  have  failed  to  account  for  and  pay  over  the  same,  as  required 
by  law,  and  have,  in  consequence,  been  sued  ;  and  if  all  the  correspond¬ 
ence  relating  to  each  case,  as  well  that  to  as  from  the  office,  should  be 
required,  then  I  am  satisfied  it  could  not  be  furnished  by  the  same 
number  of  clerks  in  less  than  double  the  time.  # 

I  was  desirous,  if  possible,  to  have  prepared  the  copies  of  the  correspond¬ 
ence  required.  The  originals  are  all  on  file,  comprising  as  well  the  letters 
received  from  the  parties  themselves,  their  agents,  and  others,  as  those 
from  the  officers  of  the  United  States,  explanatory  of,  and  in  relation  to, 
each  case.  Copies  of  the  letters  and  instructions  from  the  office  are  also 
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duly  recorded.  Tune,  therefore,  and  the  necessary  means  are  alone 
wanting  to  enable  the  information  to  be  furnished.  But  it  will  embrace 
a  transcript  of  almost  the  entire  business  of  the  office  for  nearly  four 
years  past;  the  amount  of  which  may  be  judged  from  the  tact  that  the 
letteis  from  Lie  office,  since  the  1st  of  January,  1S34,  extend  to  four 
iolio  volumes:  and  those  addressed  to  it,  with  the  documents,  are  con¬ 
siderably  more  numerous.  The  extension  of  custom-house  bonds  be- 
ween  the  11th  of  May  and  the  1st  of  October,  amounting  to  more  than 
eigiu  tnousand  cases,  ail  of  which  being  done  by  district  attorneys  had  to 
be  nere  recorded,  and  the  duties  consequent  on  the  acts  passed  by  Congress 
reiatne  to  the  settlement  with  the  former  deposite  banks,  have  obliged 
e  paitmily  to  postpone  such  of  the  ordinary  business  of  the  office  as  I 
20uid  without  immediate  disadvantage;  but  1  found  that  if,  in  addition  to 
these,  1  attempted  to  prepare  the  transcript  of  the  correspondence  refer- 
ea  to,  it  would  necessarily  require  every  thing  else  to  be  laid  aside. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

II.  D.  GILPIN, 

To  the  Hon.  Lev,  Woobeury,  °f  ^  TrmmrV' 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury . 
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